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ACCURATE  AND  IMPARTIAL 

NARRATIVE 


OF  THE 

$pp£eijmsto  ?  execution* 

On  the  25 th  of  JUNE 3  1798, 

OF 
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Sir  Edward  William  Crofbie,  bart. 
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AN 
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ACCURATE  AND  IMPARTIAL 

*  \ 

NARRATIVE 

\ 

\ 

'  OF  THE 

Crtal  f  execution 

On  the  bth  of  JUNE ,  1798, 

-t 

* 

OF 

Sir  Edward  William  Crofbie,  bart. 

» 

INCLUDING 

'  'H 

A  COPY  OF  THE  MINUTES  OF  THE  PROCEEDINGS  OF  THE 
COURT-MARTIAL,  WHICH  TRIED  HIM: 

TOGETHER 

WITH  AUTHENTIC  DOCUMENTS  RELATING  TO 

'  „v< 

THE  WHOLE  OF  HIS  CONDUCT,  AND  THE 
PROCEEDINGS  AGAINST  HIM. 

•  •  \ 

Published ,  in  Justice  to  his  Memory ,  by  his  Family. 

i  >  ■ , 

o  * 

1  )  » 

BATH,  PRINTED  BY  R.  CRUTTWELL, 

AND  SOLD  By 

J.  HATCHARD,  NO.  I90,  PICCADILLY,  LONDON. 

\ 

1801. 
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NARRATIVE,  &c, 


T  N  bringing  before  the  Public  the  following 
Narrative,  together  with  the  authentic  do¬ 
cuments  neceffarily  connefted  with  it,  the  fa¬ 
mily  of  the  late  Sir  Edward  William  Crosbie 
moft  folemnly  difclaim  any  motive,  fave  that  of 
refcuing  his  chara&er  from  the  heavy  charges 
with  which  it  has  been  grofsly  calumniated, 
and  which  appear  to  have  received  confirma¬ 
tion  from  a  fentence  that  deprived  him  of  life. 
A  continuance  in  lilence  might  be  conftrued 
into  an  acquiefcence  on  the  part  of  Sir  Edward’s 
friends  in  the  juflice  of  that  fentence,  and  a 
confequent  acknowledgment  of  the  guilt  of  the 
party  condemned  by  it.  Under  thefe  circum- 
ftances,  the  friends  of  Sir  Edward  Crofbie  feel 
it  to  be  an  indifpenfable  duty  they  owe  to  the 
memory  of  the  deceafed,  and  to  his  infant  fon 
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and  daughter,  to  wipe  away,  by  every  effort 
in  their  power,  that  (lain  which  his  unmerited 
fate  might  otherwife  be  made  inffrumental  in 
catting  on  his  furviving  family:  Not  doubting, 
that,  if  the  caufe  of  truth  can  prevail,  the  pub¬ 
lication  of  the  following  documents  will  be  found 
abundantly  adequate  to  the  defired  purpofe. 

With  fuch  an  important  obje£f  in  view,  it  may 
be  atked,  “  Why  a  publication,  deemed  effen- 
tial  to  the  vindication  of  Sir  Edward’s  injured 
character,  iliould  fo  long  have  been  withheld.” 
To  this  queltion  his  friends  have  to  return  the 
following  anfwer,  which  they  trufl  will  prove 
fatisfactory  to  every  confiderate  mind: 

That  the  following  Narrative  has  been  fo  long 
withheld  from  the  public,  is  in  part  to  be  attri¬ 
buted  to  the  almofi:  infuperable  difficulties 
which  have  been  encountered  in  procuring  an 
authentic  copy  of  the  Proceedings  of  the  Court- 
Martial,  to  wdiofe  fentence  Sir  Edward  fell  a 
facrifice.  But  the  caufe  for  delay  wffiich  has 
mod:  prevailed  with  the  friends  of  the  deceafed 
on  this  occafion,  and  for  which  they  think 
themfelves  entitled  to  credit,  has  arifen  from  a 
due  confideration  of  the  diffracted  (fate  of  the 
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» 

country,  and  the  unhappy  difpofition  of  the 
times.  It  was  not  their  with  to  make  ufe  of  an 
unfortunate,  and  to  them  mod  lamentable,  oc¬ 
currence,  as  a  pretext  for  reflection  on  the  go¬ 
verning  powers;  being  fully  perfuaded, that  the 
leading  Members  of  Adminiftration  were  actu¬ 
ated  by  principles  and  fent fluents  very  different 
from  thofe  of  fome  individuals ,  who,  by  a  preci¬ 
pitate  and  fatal  act  of  delegated  authority,  were 
enabled  to  carry  into  effect  malicious  and  un¬ 
principled  defigns.  Still  lefs  was  it  their 
wifli,  by  difeharging  their  duty  to  a  much-in¬ 
jured  man,  to  add  fuel  to  the  unextinguifhed 
flame  of  rebellion,  or  in  any  degree  to  foment 
the  yet  glowing  embers  of  fedition.  With 
thefe  ideas  in  their  minds,  they  have  anxioufly 
waited  for  that  period,  when,  the  effervefcence 
of  party  fpirit  being  fubfided,  the  public  mind 
fhould  be  prepared  to  revie  w  the  late  transactions 
in  Ireland  with  that  candour  and  moderation 
neceflary  to  qualify  it  to  difeern  and  frankly 
acknowledge  the  caufe  of  truth  and  innocence, 
not  lefs  than  to  form  a  cool  though  decided 
judg  ement  on  the  conduct  of  thofe,  whom 
the  fury  of  the  times,  and  the  circumflances  of 
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an  alarming  crifis,  had  impelled  to  intemper¬ 
ate  and  unjuftifiahle  exertions  of  authority, 
Thefe  ideas  have  hitherto  impofed  filence  on 
the  family  of  Sir  Edward  Crofbie,  in  fpite  of 
the  malicious  rumours  fabricated  by  thofe  who 
were  interested  in  criminating  him,  and  induf- 
trioufly  circulated  to  throw  odium  on  his  cha¬ 
racter  and  principles;  and  thefe  ideas  might 
have  prevailed  with  them  to  have  kept  fill 
longer  filence,  had  not  the  appearance  of  a 
work,  faid  to  be  written  under  the  fandtion  of 
Government,  by  giving  an  ai  o  f  fuperior  au- 
thority  to  the  charges  by  which  the  author  of 
it  has  thought  proper  to  blacken  the  memory 
of  the  deceafed,  imperioufy  called  for  the  pub¬ 
lication  of  the  documents  now  fubmitted  to 
the  reader.  The  work  here  alluded  to  has 
for  its  title,  “  Memoirs  of  the  Rebellions  in 
“  Ireland,  & c.  by  Sir  Richard  Mufgrave.”  The 
paffage  in  that  work  which  calls  for  animad- 
verficn  from  the  friends  of  Sir  Edward  Crofbie, 
occurs,  not  in  the  body  of  the  work  among  the 
events  that  took  place  at  and  after  the  battle 
of  Carlow,  where  it  ought  to  have  been  found, 

if  found  at  all;  but  in  a  note  in  the  Appendix. 

/ 
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At  the  top  of  the  leaf,  page  26  of  the  Appen¬ 
dix,  after  an  affidavit  relating  to  circumftances 
that  happened  in  the  county,  the  author  adds: 
“  About  thirty-fix  yeomen  were  fhot  in  Carlow 
“  and  its  vicinity;  but  there  was  not  a  fmgle 
“  inftance  of  difaffieftion  difcovered  in  a  Pro- 
“  teftant,  that  I  could  hear  of.”  To  which 
paffage  the  following  note,  referred  to  by  an 
afterifk,  is  fubjoined:  “  Except  Sir  Edward 
“  Crofbie,  who  wras  hanged  at  Carlow;  and  it 
“  is  well  known,  that  he  piqued  himfelf  upon 
“  being  a  Deift  and  a  Republican.”  In  the 
fecond  edition  of  his  work  the  author  has 
omitted  the  above  illiberal  and  unjuftifiable 
note,  and  in  its  place  has  inferted  the  following: 
<c  I  ffiall  avoid  faying  any  thing  upon  the  fate 

<c  of  the  unfortunate  Sir  Edward  Crofbie,  as 

* 

“  many  perfons  are  flrongly  impreffed  with  an 
“  idea  of  his  innocence;  which,  it  is  faid,  they 

“  mean  to  vindicate  in  print.”  But  as  this 
conceffion  does  not  amount  to  a  retra&ion  of 

the  calumnies  that  had  been  previoufly  ad¬ 
vanced,  though  it  demonftrates  the  illiberality 
and  want  of  charity  of  the  writer  who  advan¬ 
ced  them;  and  as  the  note  under  confideratioa 
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may  be  perufed  by  many  into  vvhofe  hands  the 
fecond  edition  of  the  Memoirs  may  never  fall; 
the  friends  of  Sir  Edward  Crofibie  feel  it  to  be 
a  debt  due  to  his  memory,  to  fubjoin  the  fol¬ 
lowing  Uriel ures  on  that  part  of  Sir  Richard's 
publication,  in  which  they  cannot  but  be  par¬ 
ticularly  interefted.  Inftead,  then,  of  any  diredt 
and  fpecific  charge,  fupported  by  conclufive 
evidence  of  guilt;  which  it  had  been  confiil- 
ent  with  the  charadter  of  a  faithful  hiftorian 
to  have  recorded,  was  fuch  a  charge  to  have 
been  fubftantiated;  the  pafifage  objedled  to, 
the  impartial  reader  cannot  fail  to  remark, 
contains  a  difgraceful  infmuation,  grounded 
only  on  fuppofed  general  opinion;  the  defigned 
tendency  of  which  is  too  obvious  to  be  pointed 
Out.  The  whole  work,  of  which  the  foregoing 
paffage  conftitutes  a  part,  furnifhes  abundant 
proof  that  its  author  was  by  no  means  deficient 
in  collecting  information  relative  to  his  general 
fubjedt.*  Nor  was  he  lefs  fo  in  purfuit  of  the 

*  The  paffage  above  related  to,  “  that  he  could  not  hear  of 
u  a  fingle  inftance  of  difaffe&ion  difeovered  in  a  Proteftant  in 
u  Carlow  and  its  vicinity,”  is  a  presumptive  evidence  that  he 
had  been  minute  in  his  enquiries. 
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particulars  of  Sir  Edward  Crofhie’s  cafe.  It 
is  well  known  by  whom  he  applied  officially  for 
a  copy  of  the  Proceedings  of  the  Court-Martial 
in  queftion.  The  Prefident  of  it,  Major  Denis, 
has  afferted  that  he  delivered  a  copy  of  them 
to  Sir  Richard;  though,  at  another  time,  his 
memory  relative  to  this  circumltance  appears 
to  have  failed  him.  Be  this,  however,  as  it 
may ;  after  the  enquiries  made  by  Sir  Richard 
with  the  aid,  and  under  the  function,  of  Go¬ 
vernment,  it  is  not  to  be  conceived  that  he  could 
be  ignorant  of  the  particulars  relative  to  the 

trial  of  Sir  Edward  Crofbie.  The  fair  conclu- 

\ 

lion,  therefore,  to  be  drawn  from  Sir  Richard’s 
illence,  as  to  any  fpecifc  charge,  or  fubflantial 
tokens  of  guilt  on  that  occafion,  is,  that  no 
fuch  charge  or  tokens  were  to  be  produced; 

and  that  in  fa£t  there  did  not  exilt  one  proof 
that  Sir  Edward  Crofbie  was  concerned  in  any 
finale  act  or  intention  of  a  traitorous  or  treafon- 
able  nature.  Thus’  circumftanced,  the  leaft 
that  was  to  be  expefted  of  Sir  Richard  was, 
that  he  fhould  have  paffed  over  the  fubject  of 
Sir  Edward  Crofbie  in  filence.  But  what 
judgement  rnuf:  be  formed  of  the  integrity  of 


/ 


the  hiftorian,  the  honour  or  generofity  of  the 
man,  who,  in  default  of  evidence  to  condemn, 

V  I  , 

fcruples  not,  by  a  bafe  and  unfupported  infinu- 
ation,  to  clafs  Sir  Edward  with  thofe  members 

of  fociety  who  are  the  deferved  objects  of  ob- 

» 

loquy  and  reproach  ?  Before  Sir  Richard  Muf- 
grave  had  prefumed  to  have  averted,  that  Sir 
Edward  Crosbie  “  piqued  himfelf  upon  being 
“  a  Deift,”  or  even  that  he  was  a  Deift,  he 
ought  to  have  had  proofs  of  the  fact  to  pro¬ 
duce,  more  convincing  than  we  are  confident, 
he  pofifefifed.*  At  the  fame  time  it  fiiould 
have  been  confidered,  that  for  his  religious 
opinions  Sir  Edward  is  accountable  to  that  . 
Being  only,  to  whofe  merciful  judgement  it  is 
the  duty  as  well  as  comfort  of '  his  friends  to 
leave  him.  That  Sir  Edward  <c  piqued  himfelf 
“  upon  being  a  Republican,”  or  that  he  really 
was  one,  is  a  pofition  fully  difproved  by  his 
avowed  principles,  which  he  warmly  and  ho- 

neftly  proclaimed  on  all  occafions  both  public 

✓  \ 

*  It  fhould  be  obferved,  that  Sir  Richard  Mufgrave  has  ao 
knowledged  to  one  of  Sir  Edv/ard  Crofoie’s  family,  that  his 
only  authority  for  what  he  has  advanced,  was  the  lufpicious  and 
ipterefted  affertions  of  lome  of  the  officers  of  the  Court-Martial 
which  condemned  Sir  Edward. 
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and  private,  in  terms  fimilar  tothofe  he  madeufe 
of  in  a  moft  ferious  moment.  “  I  am,”  faid  he 
to  his  friend  Mr.  Robinfon,*  <c  a  fteady  friend 
“  to  the  conftitution  of  King,  Lords,  and 
“  Commons,  with  a  Parliamentary  Reform, 
“  ftriking  off  the  rotten  boroughs.”  With 
tefpeft  to  his  political  fentiments,  the  friends 
of  Sir  Edward  have  no  hefitation  in  acknow¬ 
ledging,  in  the  language  of  the  fame  letter 
from  which  the  above  paffage  is  taken,  that 
“  he  thought  Ireland  governed  rather  as  a  co~ 
cc  lony,  than  as  a  federal  flate.  His  noble 
“  heart  fpurned  at  the  hauteur  and  oppreffion 
“  of  the  great  and  rich  towards  the  poor  and 
“  lowly.  On  thefe  topics  he  always  expreffed 
“  himfelf  with  ardour.”  Under  the  influence, 
of  thefe  fentiments,  fond  alfo  of  retirement, 
he  could  not  heartily  co-operate  in  the  profe- 
cution  of  meafures  which  did  not  fhare  his  ap¬ 
probation:  A  fpecies  of  referved  condlift, 

which,  in  the  judgement  of  thofe,  who  either 

» 

did  not  choofe,  or  did  not  knozv  how ,  to  diffinguifh 
the  occafional  opponents  of  Minifters  from  the 
enemies  of  the  conflitution,  formed  a  founda- 

*  See  Mr.  Robinfon’s  Letter,  Appendix,  No.  4- 
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tion  on  which,  by  bringing  a  charge  of  difaf- 
feCtion  againfl  Sir  Edward,  to  raife  an  undefer- 
ved  reputation  to  themfelves  at  his  expence. 
And  when  the  fervour  of  conflicting  paffions 
ihall  be  aflfuaged,  when  impartial  judgement 
ihall  refume  its  office,  and  truth  fhall  once 
again  find  welcome  admittance  to  the  public 
mind,  fuch,  we  trufl,  after  the  perufal  of  the 
following  pages,  it  will  be  candidly  acknow¬ 
ledged,  was  the  extent  of  Sir  Edward  Crofbie’s 
error,  (if  indeed  it  was  an  error)  and  fuch  the 

ntmofi:  atrocity  of  his  guilt.  It  has  been  judged 

\ 

neceffary  to  repel  the  above  infidious  attack 
on  the  chara&er  and  principles  of  Sir  Edward 
Crofbie,  which,  in  thefe  times,  might,  in  the  ap- 
prehenfion.of  many,  be  regarded  as  furnifhing 
prefumptive  evidence  of  his  guilt,  as  prepara¬ 
tory  to  thofe  direct  proofs  of  his  innocence 
which  will  be  detailed  in  the  enfuing  Narrative.* 

*  In  an  anonymous  pamphlet,  of  which  a  third  edition  has 
been  lately  advertifed,  Sir  Edward  Crofbie  is  clafl’ed  with  a  fet 
of  men  who,  really  guilty,  fullered  juftly.  It  is  entitled  “  Bio-’ 
graphical  Anecdotes  of  the  Founders  of  the  late  Irilh  Rebellion.” 
We  have  only  to  obferve  of  this  publication,  that  almoft  every 
■particular  it  exhibits  relpe&ing  Sir  Edward  Crofbie  is  totally 
falfe — his  birth  and  the  date  of  his  patent  being  the  only  points 
coire&ly  Rated.  Sir  Edward  never  was  a  member  of  the  Irifh 
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But  whilft  they  repel,  with  the  fentiment  it  de¬ 
fences,  the  charge  of  the  uncharitable  hiftorian, 
the  friends  of  Sir  Edward  Crofbie  feel  no  wifh 
to  bring  a  railing  accufation  againft  any  of  the 
parties  concerned  in  the  event  which  they,  from 
their  knowledge  of  the  charafter  of  the  decea- 
fed,  have  been  doomed  fo  deeply  to  deplore. 
If  a  plain  and  undifguifed  recital  of  fome  fa&s 
contained  in  the  enfuing  pages  fhould  prove 
difpleaiing  to  any  individuals,  it  will  be  obvi- 
oufly  remarked  that  they  could  not  have  omit¬ 
ted  them  without  injuring  their  caufe.  They 
have,  however,  fuppreffed  many  others,  equally 
authentic,  as  not  being  abfolutely  effential, 
which  yet  would  have  been  ftrongly  character¬ 
ise  of  the  fpirit,  difpofition,  and  temper  of  the 
times,  and  of  individuals .  They  lament,  with¬ 
out  prefuming  to  judge  of  the  neceffity  of,  the 
meafure,  by  which  an  important  branch  of  au¬ 
thority  was  neceffarily  entrufted  with  a  body  of 
men,  that  could  not  be  fuppofed  pofleffed  of  a 
fufficient  fhare  of  appropriate  information  and 
experience  to  exercife  it  with  difcretion;  at  a 

Parliament;  nor  was  he  in  age,  abilities,  fortune,  character,  or  con¬ 
duct,  what  this  hafty  and  ignorant  biographer  reprefents  him. 


crifis,  too,  that  befpoke  the  abfence  of  that 
coolnefs  of  mind,  that  caution  and  moderation, 
effentially  requifite  to  the  humane  and  equitable 
difcharge  of  the  judicial  office.  At  the  fame 
time  they  flatter  themfelves,  that,  in  paying  the 
debt  due  to  the  memory  of  a  deceafed  relative, 
they  are  alfo  difcharging  the  duty  of  good  fub- 
je&s,  in  pointing  out,  in  the  unhappy  conclufion 
of  the  fubjeft  before  them,  the  poffible  confe- 
quences  of  uniting  in  the  fame  hands  the  ex¬ 
ecutive  and  judiciary  departments  of  Govern¬ 
ment,  under  circumftances  that  preclude  all 

i 

reafonable  hope  of  a  faithful,  juft,  and  temper¬ 
ate  exercife  of  thefe  important  prerogatives. 


[  1  ] 


AS  foon  as  Lady  Crofbie  had  in  any  degree 
recovered  from  the  dreadful  fhock  fhe  had  fuf- 
tained  from  the  terrible  and  unexpe6ted  event 
of  her  hufband’s  death,  Hie  in  vain  fought  in  her 
own  mind  for  the  caufe  of  his  apprehenfion, 
what  charges  could  have  been  adduced  againft 
him,  and  from  whence  the  fatal  confequence 
of  his  trial  could  have  arifen.  Retired  in  his 
mode  of  life,  domeftic  in  his  occupations,  and 
feldom  abfent  from  home,  it  was  morally  im- 
poffible  he  could  have  been  engaged  in  any 
tranfa&ion  whatever,  without  her  obfervation 
and  knowledge.  What  then  could  he  have 
committed?  Upon  the  fpot  it  was  impoffible 
to  gain  any  information.  Every  one  in  the 
neighbourhood  was,  at  the  time,  fo  intimidated, 
inimical,  or  prejudiced,  that  fhe  could  find  no 
one  that  would  even  fpeak  to  her  upon  the 
fubje£t.  Thus  fhunned,  and  almoft  deferted, 
from  the'Proceedings  of  the  Court-Martial  alone 
could  fhe  hope  to  difcover  the  grounds  on  which 
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the  Court  had  pronounced  the  fevereft  fen- 
tence  it  could  inflict:-  She  was  firmly  perfua- 
ded  that  the  publication  of  thefe  Proceedings 
would  be  an  ample  and  complete  vindication 
of  her  hufband’s  character ;  or,  at  leall,  that  it 
would  enable  her  to  proffer  fuch  anfvvers  and 
explanations,  as,  however  conclufive  the  evi¬ 
dence  might  have  appeared  at  the  moment, 
would  effe&ually  remove  every  unfavourable 
imprelfion,  and  refcue  his  memory  from  the  in¬ 
famy  to  which  it  was  now  configned. 

In  a  forlorn  and  abandoned  condition,  with¬ 
out  fervants  to  affift  her,  without  friends  to  con- 
fult  with,  and  expofed  to  the  frequent  infults 
and  depredations  of  the  military,  ftill,  in  com¬ 
pliance  with  her  duty  to  her  children  and  to 
the  memory  of  her  deceafed  hufband,  Lady 
Crofbie  fubmittedto  her  fituation,and,  although 
furrounded  with  horrors,  perfeveringly  remain¬ 
ed  for  many  months  at  V  iewmount,  the  family 
refidence.  From  thence  (lie  applied  by  a  letter 
to  Major-General  Sir  Charles  Afgill,  command¬ 
ing  in  the  diftridt  of  Carlow,  (who  had  confirm¬ 
ed  the  fatal  fentence,  and  ordered  it  to  be  put 
in  execution)  requeuing  he  would  give  her  a 
copy  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Court-Martial, 
which  had  condemned  her  late  hufband,  a  re- 
queft  with  which  Sir  Charles  did  not  think 
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proper  to  comply;*  the  following  being  a  copy 
of  the  anfwer  which  Lady  Crofbie  received 
from  him  on  the  fubjeft. 

“  Madam,  July  2 6. 

“  I  had  yefterday  the  honour  of  receiving 
your  Ladyfhip’s  letter,  and  you  may  reft  allured 
that  nothing  would  give  me  greater  pleafure, 
than  to  be  able  to  afford  you  any  comfort  or 
relief  in  your  prefent  very  diftrefting  fttuation, 
for  which  I  feel  moft  fincerely.  The  Court- 
Martial  is  now  in  poffeflion  of  Government.  I 
have  no  copy  of  it  whatfoever ;  and  if  I  had,  I 
fhould  not  think  myfelf  at  liberty  to  tranfmit  to 
you  the  Minutes  of  it,  without  permiftion  from 
his  Excellency  the  Lord-Lieutenant,  or  Lord 
Caftlereagh.  I  therefore  think  the  application 
fhould  be  made  by  you  directly  to  that  quarter; 
at  the  fame  time  I  hope  you  will  excufe  my 
faying,  that  as  the  Court  was  open,  and  no  part 
of  the  evidence  kept  fecret,  it  would  probably 
be  obje&ed  to  ;  as  I  think  it  very  unufual,  and 
if  granted  in  one  inftance,  cannot  with  juftice 
be  refufed  to  all. 

“  I  have  the  honour  to  be,  & c. 

(Signed)  “  Charles  Asgill.” 

*  Lord  Glandore,  Counfellor  Powell,  and  feveral  others  of 
the  friends  and  relations  of  the  late  Sir  Edward  Crofbie,  made 
fimilar  applications  to  different  quarters,  but  with  no  better  fuc- 
eefs.  See  Appendix,  Nos.  a  and  3, 
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We  (hall  animadvert  no  farther  on  this  let¬ 
ter  at  prefent  than  to  remark,  that  we  know 
not  by  what  precedents  it  was  unujual  to  grant 
what  is  an  aft  of  common  juftice,  and  founded 
exprefsly  upon  an  Aft  of  Parliament.*  We  have 
been  allured  by  the  fir  ft  authorities  in  civil  and 
military  law,  that  fuch  grant  of  the  Proceed¬ 
ings  of  a  General  Court-Martial  is  not  “  un - 
ujUfil and  we  hope  that  the  denial  of  fuch  a 
requeft  is  not  to  be  paralleled  by  a  fingle  in- 
ftance  in  any  part  of  his  Majefty’s  dominions. 
As  to  what  Sir  Charles  has  faid  relating  to  the 
evidence,  and  to  the  Court’s  being  “open”  it 
will  be  adverted  to  in  its  proper  place. 

*  By  the  9th  article  of  the  Adt  for  puniffiing  Mutiny  and 
Defertion,  &c.  it  is  enadted,  that,  “  The  party  tried  by  any 
General  Court-Martial  in  the  kingdom  of  Great-Britain  or  Ire¬ 
land,  or  in  Jerfey,  Guernfey,  Alderney,  Sark,  or  Man,  or  the 
Iflands  thereto  belonging,  ffiall  be  entitled  to  a  copy  of  the  fen- 
tence  and  proceedings  of  fuch  Court-Martial,  upon  demand 
thereof  made  by  himfelf,  or  by  any  other  perfon  or  perfons  on 
his  behalf,  (he  or  they  paying  reafonably  for  the  fame)  at  any 
time  not  fooner  than  three  months  after  fuch  fentence.” 

By  the  10th  article  of  the  faid  Adi  it  is  enadted,  that  “  Every 
Judge-Advocate,  or  perfon  officiating  as  fuch,  at  any  General 
Court-Martial,  do  and  is  hereby  required  to  tranfmit,  with  as 
much  expedition  as  the  opportunity  of  time  and  diftance  of 
place  can  admit,  the  original  proceedings  and  fentence  of  fuch 
Court-Martial  to  the  Judge-Advocate  General  in  London,  which 
faid  original  proceedings  and  fentence  ffiall  be  carefully  kept 
and  preferred  in  the  office  of  fuch  Judge- Advocate  General,  to 
the  end  that  the  perfons  entitled  thereto,  may  be  enabled,  upon 
application  to  the  faid  office,  to  obtain  copies  thereof,  according 
to  the  true  intent  and  meaning  cf  this  Act.” 
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The  next  ftep,  therefore,  to  be  taken,  was 
to  apply  to  Government,  to  whom  it  is  ftated, 
in  Sir  Charles  Afgill’s  letter,  that  the  proceed¬ 
ings  had  been  delivered.  Accordingly,  Mr. 
Leefon,  the  only  friend  and  relative  of  the  fa¬ 
mily  that  Lady  Crofbie  then  had  in  Dublin, 
who  would  move  in  her  behalf,  waited  perfon- 
ally  on  the  Lord-Lieutenant,  and,  in  the  name 
of  Lady  Crofbie,  requeued  that  his  Excellency 
would  order  a  copy  of  the  Proceedings  of  the 
Court-Martial  held  on  Sir  Edward  William 
Crofbie,  to  be  delivered  to  her.  Mr.  Leefon 
was  gracioufly  received,  and  was  told  by  his 
Excellency  Marquis  Cornwallis,  that  he  would 
order  a  copy  thereof  to  be  delivered  to  the  fa¬ 
mily.  Hence  it  may  be  inferred,  that  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant  did  not  confider  the  requefl  as  “  un- 
tifual After  having  waited  in  vain  for  a  con- 
fiderable  time,  and  repeatedly  applied  to  no 
purpofe  at  the  Secretary  of  State’s  office,  Mr. 
Leefon,  at  length,  on  the  i ft  of  January  1 799, 
again  waited  on  the  Lord-Lieutenant,  and  re¬ 
ceived  the  following  anfwer  to  his  renewed  ap¬ 
plication  for  the  Proceedings: — That  “  from  the 
enquiries  he,”  Lord  Cornwallis,  “  had  made, 
there  were  not  any  favourable  grounds  to  pro¬ 
ceed  in  the  bufmefs.”  Mr.  Leefon  replied,  that 
“  the  family  of  Sir  Edward  Crofbie  wrifhed  to 
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have  the  Minutes  of  the  Court-Martial,  let  the 
contents  be  what  they  might.”  His  Excellency 
then  defired,  “  he  would  write  to  him  or  his 
fecretary  on  the  fubjetl.”  The  following  Me¬ 
morial  was  then  prefen  ted  in  Lady  Crolbie’s 
name  by  her  friends  in  Dublin. 

♦•To  His  Excellency  Charles  Marquis 
Cornwallis,  Lord-Lieutenant-General 
and  Governor-General  of  Ireland, 

The  humble  Memorial  of  Casti liana 
Lady  Crosbik 

Sheweth, 

••  That  your  Memoriulift,  con fc ions  of  the 
innocence  of  her  late  huiband  Sir  Edward 
William  Crosbie,  baronet,  who  was  executed 
at  Carlow%  on  the  5th  day  of  June  lull,  by  mar¬ 
tial  law;  and  feeling  it  a  dut\  which  the  owes 
to  her  children  to  vindicate  the  honour  of  their 
father,  (who  was  ever  ealoutlv  attached  to  the 
contl it  ut ion,  and  whole  ancctiors  had  fullered 
conliderablc  lotfes  by  adhering  to  the  Ko\al 
caufe, as  appears  by  the  records  of  l\uliamcnt, 
fince  the  reiteration  of  king  Charles  the  Sc 
cond  ;  in  confequence  of  which  lolles,  and  of 
addrelfes  from  the  I  loufe  ot  (Commons,  they 
have  fiicceffively  enjoyed  a  penlion  from  the 
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crown;*)  has  made  application  to  the  General 
and  other  officers*  commanding  in  the  diftri£t 
of  Carlow,  to  have  a  copy  of  the  Proceedings 
of  the  Court-Martial  by  which  he  was  con¬ 
demned*  furnifhed  to  her :  in  confequence  of 
which  application,  Sir  Charles  Afgill  was 
pleafed,  by  letter  dated  the  26th  of  July  laft*  a 
copy  of  which  is  herewith  laid  before  your  Ex¬ 
cellency*  to  inform  your  Memorialift,  that, 
‘  the  Court-Martial  was  then  in  pofteffion  of 
Government*  and  that  he  had  no  copy  of  it 
whatever ;  and  that  if  he  had*  he  ffiould  not 
think  himfelf  at  liberty  to  tranfmit  it  to  your 
Memorialift,  without  the  orders  of  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant*  or  Lord  Caftlereagh/  Whereupon 
your  Memorialift  caufed  diligent  fearch  to  be 
made  in  the  feveral  offices*  where  the  Proceed¬ 
ings  of  Courts-Martial  are  generally  lodged*  but 

*  Much  has  been  faid  relative  to  the  penfion  Sir  Edward 
Crolbie  received  from  Government.  It  may  be  neceffary  to  ex¬ 
plain,  that  it  originated  in  a  penfion  of  300I.  per  annum,  granted 
upon  addrelfes  of  the  Houfe  of  Commons,  in  the  reign  of  King 
Charles  the  Second,  (as  may  be  feen  in  the  Journals  of  the  Irifh 
Houfe  of  Commons)  in  confideration  of  the  great  Ioffes  (even  at 
that  time,  to  the  amount  of  many  thoufand  pounds  per  annum) 
the  family  had  fuflained  by  their  firm  adherence  to  the  Royal 
caufe;  which  penfion  was  doubled  to  his  father  Sir  Paul  Crofbie; 
after  whofe  death  it  was  divided  among  four  of  his  children,  of 
whom  the  late  unfortunate  Sir  Edward  William  Crofbie,  as  eld- 
eft,  had  150I.  per  annum,  for  his  fhare.  This  circumftance  re¬ 
port  has  magnified  and  miireprefented. 


hath  been  informed,  that  the  Proceedings  un¬ 
der  the  Court-Martial  that  fat  on  Sir  Edward 
William  Crosbie,  have  never  been  tranfmitted 
to,  nor  lodged  in,  any  office  in  this  city.  Your 
Memorialift  does  not  feek  for  the  faid  Proceed¬ 
ings,  in  order  to  call  any  reflexion  on  the  con- 
du£t  of  the  officers  who  compofed  the  faid 
Court-Martial,  but  only  to  evince  to  your  Ex¬ 
cellency,  that  the  evidence  on  which  the  fen^ 
tence  of  the  faid  Court  was  grounded,  was 
fuch  as  would  not,  at  any  other  time  or  on  any 
other  occafion,  have  affe&ed  the  life  of  the 
moft  infignfficant  of  his  Majefty’s  fubje£ts.  And 
as  evidence  of  the  innocence  of  your  Memo- 
rialift’s  faid  husband,  the  begs  leave  to  lay  be¬ 
fore  your  Excellency  the  copy  of  a  letter,  writ¬ 
ten  by  him  a  few  hours  before  his  death,  to  his 
friend  the  Honourable  Mr.  Juftice  Downes. 
May  it  therefore  pleafe  your  Excellency  to  or¬ 
der,  that  General  Heniker,  who  now  com¬ 
mands  in  the  diftrift  of  Carlow,  may  tranfmit 
to  your  Excellency  the  Proceedings  had  under 
the  faid  Court-Martial,  and  to  order  a  copy 
thereof  to  be  given  to  your  Memorialift,  and 
your  Memorialift  will  ever  pray,”  & c.* 

*  It  was  imagined  that  the  direct  and  pohtive  aflertion  of 
Sir  Edward  Crolbie’s  innocence  in  the  above  Memorial,  and  that 
the  grounds  on  which  the  Court-Martial  had  condemned  him 
were  totally  infufftcient,  would  have  been  the  means,  as  it  af- 


.  [  9  ] 

To  the  above  Memorial,  the  following  an¬ 
swer  was  returned,  viz. 

“  Sir,  Dublin-Caftle ,  Jan.  30,  1799. 

<c  The  Lord-Lieutenant  commands  me  to 
acquaint  you,  in  anfwer  to  your  letter  of  yef- 
terday’s  date,  inclofing  a  Memorial  from  Lady 
Crofbie,  and  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Sir  Edward 
Crofbie  to  Judge  Downes,  that  his  Excellency 
has  made  every  enquiry,  but  cannot  learn  where 
the  Proceedings  ot  the  Court-Martial  upon  Sir 
Edward  Crofbie  have  been  depofited. 

“  I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Sir, 

“  Your  molt  obedient,  humble  fervant, 
(Signed)  “  E.  B.  Littlehales.” 
<f  Jofejih  Lee  Jon ,  efq;  27,  Henry- Street.” 

Previous  to  the  delivery  of  the  above  Memo¬ 
rial,  Lady  Crosbie  (who,  in  the  month  of  the 
preceding  November,  had  fled  for  refuge  to 
England*)  had  addrefled  from  Bath  the  follow- 

forded  a  fit  opportunity,  of  calling  forth  a  vindication  of  the 
Court,  for  a  fentence  of  death  on  a  man,  thus  unequivocally  pro¬ 
nounced  innocent,  (and  for  which  it  had  been  feverely  arraigned 
by  many  individuals  not  in  the  leaft  conne&ed  with  the  family) 
could  any  fuch  vindication  have  been  found  in  the  Proceedings. 

*  The  infults  offered  to  her  by  the  military  became  now  fo 
alarming,  that  thefe,  together  with  a  midnight  vifit  from  Colonel 
Mahon  of  the  9th  dragoons,  and  a  party  of  dragoons,  on  a  frivo¬ 
lous  pretence,  after  what  had  befallen  her  lamented  hufband,  ex¬ 
cited  in  her  no  unreafonable  apprehenfions  for  her  own  fecurity; 
and  fhe  was  obliged  at  length  literally  to fy  for  refuge  to  England. 
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ing  letter  to  Lord  Cornwallis,  which  fhe  had 
ventured  to  fent  by  the  jioji : 

\ 

<c  May  it  jileafe  your  Excellency , 

s%'  The  afflicted  widow  of  the  late  unfortu¬ 
nate  Sir  Edward  Crosbie,  unable  to  afeertain 

% 

the  caufe  of  his  condemnation,  and  difappointed 
in  all  her  efforts  to  obtain  the  Proceedings  of 
his  trial,  throws  herfelf  on  your  Excellency's 
judice  and  humanity,  befeeching  you  will  be 
gracioufly  pleafed  to  order  a  copy  of  the  Mi- 
nutes  of  the  Court-Martial  to  be  delivered  to  her. 
Forced  to  take  refuge  in  this  kingdom,  where, 
with  a  diitrafted  mind  and  bleeding  heart,  die 
finds  herfelf  deditute  of  friends  and  advifers; 
if  her  conduct  in  this  inftance  be  irregular,  fhe 
trufts  it  will  not  therefore  be  misjudged.  She 
fears,  die  is  violating  in  appearance  the  refpect 
die  fincerelv  teels  for  your  Excellency's  rank  as 
well  as  chara6ter,  in  thus  daring  to  approach 
you;  but  defpairing  of  fuccefs  from  any  other 
quarter,  and  full  of  anxiety  to  know  the  parti¬ 
culars  of  a  trial  fo  fatal  to  her  children  and  her¬ 
felf,  die  ventures  to  fupplicate  your  Excellency’s 
power  to  command  the  furrender  of  thefe  mi¬ 
nutes  fo  deadily  withheld  from  her;  and  mod 
earnedly  intreats  your  Lordfhip’s  pardon  for 
any  prefumption  her  ignorance  on  the  one 
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hand,  and  her  zeal  on  the  other,  may  now 
lead  her  into. 

“  With  all  due  deference  and  refpeft,  flie 
begs  leave  to  fubfcribe  herfelf,  & c. 

(Signed)  <c  C.  Crosbie.” 

Not  receiving  any  anfwer  to  the  above  let¬ 
ter,  Lady  Crosbie,  by  her  friends  in  England, 
folicited  and  obtained  the  interference  of  a  per- 
fon  high  in  office  and  in  rank  in  England,  to 
procure  for  her,  by  his  Excellency’s  means,  a 
light  of  the  faid  Proceedings;  and  at  the  fame 
time,  the  following  petition  was  prefented  to 
him,  in  her  name,  viz. 

cs  To  his  Excellency  the  Lord-Lieutenant- 
General  and  Governor-General  of 
Ireland, 

cc  The  Petition  of  Castiliana  Lady 

Crosbie 

<c  Sheweth, 

“  That  your  Petitioner,  finking  under  the 
weight  of  that  calamity,  which  Divine  Provi¬ 
dence  has  been  pleafed  to  bring  upon  her,  and 
confidering  that  the  only  fatisfaffion  which  re¬ 
mains  for  a  weeping  and  diftreffed  widow,  can 
be  derived  from  refleftion  of  her  having  dif- 


charged  her  duty  to  the  memory  of  a  much- 
lamented  husband.,  and  to  his  innocent  chil¬ 
dren,  prefumed  fome  time  fince  to  appeal  to 
that  humanity  and  love  of  juftice  which  cha- 
ra£ierize  your  Excellency,  for  a  fight  of  the  Mi¬ 
nutes  of  the  Court-Martial,  which  conftitutes 
the  fatal  fource  of  her  prefent  aggravated  af- 
fli&ion.  To  this  appeal,  your  Excellency  was 
pleafed  to  return  a  molt  gracious  anfwer.  But 
the  order  for  the  delivery  of  the  Minutes  not 
having  been  complied  with,  your  diftreffed  Pe¬ 
titioner  prefumed  once  again  to  addrefs  herfelf 
to  your  Excellency  on  the  fubjeft.  The  an¬ 
fwer  to  this  addrefs  having  been,  that  your 
Excellency  had  not  got  the  Minutes  of  the 
Court-Martial;  your  Petitioner  humbly  trufts, 
that  the  circumftancesof  her  condition  will  apo¬ 
logize  for  the  repetition  of  her  importunity,  as 
file  had  been  informed  by  Major-General  Sir 
Charles  Afgill,  that  the  Minutes  of  the  Court- 
Martial  in  queftion  have  been  delivered  to  Go¬ 
vernment.  She  therefore  humbly  hopes,  that  a 
juft  Government  will  not  withhold  from  a  weep¬ 
ing  widow  that  reafonable  fatisfaclion  which 
it  is  in  its  power  to  afford. 

“  And  your  Petitioner  fhall  ever  pray.  Sec. 

(Signed)  “  Castiliana  Crosbie^ 


At  Lady  Crosbie’s  (the  Petitioner’s)  requefr, 
Mr.  Leefon  again  waited  on  the  Lord-Lieute¬ 
nant  for  an  anfwer  to  the  above  Petition; 
which  anfwer  he  thus  details  in  a  letter  to 
Lady  Crosbie.  “  I  told  him,  that  I  applied  for 
<£  an  anfwer  to  the  Memorial.”  He  replied, 
<c  c  All  my  enquiries  have  been  unfuccefsful  to 
“  find  where  thofe  Proceedings  have  been  de- 
<<r  pofited.’  I  anfwered,  “  I  thought  that  very 
<c  ftrange — that  the  officer  who  prefided,  or  Sir 
“  Charles  Afgill,  fhould  know.”  He  replied, 
<c  c  That  thofe  along  with  many  others,  he  had 
*c  heard,  had  been  loft  in  the  hurry  of  thofe 
“  times.’  I  faid,  “  The  people  of  the  office 
“  fliould  be  brought  to  account,  and  requefted 
<£  that  he  would  again  apply  to  Sir  Charles 
cc  Afgill,  or  Colonel  Mahon;  or  that,  I  thought, 
“  General  Heniker  might  be  able  to  gain 
fc  fome  account  of  them;  as  I  was  fure  Sir 
“  Edward’s  innocence  would  appear  from  the 
cc  Proceedings.”  He  replied,  c  General  He- 
<c  niker  could  know  nothing  about  it.’  I  an- 
“  fwered*  “  He  now  lived  where  Sir  Edward 
had  lived,  and  had  opportunity  of  knowing; 
<c  and  requeued,  that  if  he  could  gain  any  in- 
<c  formation,  he  would  be  fo  kind  as  to  let  me 
“  know  in  Henry-ftreet.”  He  bowed  ailent, 
“  and  we  parted.” 
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Thus  have  all  the  efforts  we  could  make, 
proved  fruitlefs  to  obtain — What?  That  which 
we  had  a  right  by  Act  of  Parliament  to  demand, 
and  which  the  parties  concerned  had  no  right 
to  refufe.  Major-General  Sir  Charles  Afgill 
*  afferts,  that  the  Proceedings  are  delivered  to 
Government.  Every  office  denies  their  having 
received  them.*  His  Excellency  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant,  after  various  applications  and  con¬ 
ferences,  at  length  informs  us,  that  he  has  heard 
thefe  along  with  many  others  have  been  loft. 
But  fince  his  Excellency  has  only  heard  this, 
and  fince  from  fome  communications  with  the 
Judge-Advocate’s  office  we  have  more  than 
reafon  to  be  affured  they  ftill  exift  fomewhere, 
they  may  at  fome  future  day  be  brought  to 
light.  Could  any  facrifice,  in  the  power  of  the 
family  to  make,  effieft:  this  important  point, 
it  would  be  the  utmoft  of  their  wiflies.  As  the 
publication  of  the  regular  proceedings  would 
be  the  moft  authentic  and  proper,  fo,  they  are 
perfuaded,  it  would  be  the  fulleft  and  beft  vin¬ 
dication  of  Sir  Edward  Crosbie. 

The  candid  reader  will  find  our  apology  for 
thus  detailing  the  meafures  that  wTere  taken  to 

*  See  Lady  Crofbie’s  Memorial,  page  8.  The  Deputy 
Judge-Advocate’s  anfwer  to  Counfellor  Powell’s  application  for 
a  copy  of  the  Proceedings  was,  “  that  they  had  never  been 

lodged  in  the  office” 
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obtain  the  Proceedings  of  the  Court-Martial, 
in  the  report  malicioufly  raifed  and  induftri- 
oufly  circulated,  that  the  family  of  Sir  Edward 
Crosbie  had  never  fought  for  the  proceedings 
of  his  trial.  We  do  not  affert  that  this  report 
originated  with  Major  Denis,  the  Prefident ; 
but  we  are  authorized,  by  part  of  his  conduft, 
to  fay  he  encouraged  it.  When  he  was  ap¬ 
plied  to  by  a  mod  refpectable  gentleman  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Carlow  for  a  copy  of  the 
Proceedings  officially  to  be  given  to  Sir  Richard 
Mufgrave,  who  was  writing  an  Hiftory  of  the 
Rebellion,  he  refufed  giving  them,  or  any  par¬ 
ticulars  relating  to  them,  under  pretence  that 
he  intended  them  for  the  Serjeant-Major,  who 
he  thought  might  difpofe  of  them  to  advantage. 
It  will  readily  be  conceived,  that  no  application 
was  made  to  this  Serjeant-Major,  nor  indeed 
was  any  inquiry  made  about  him ;  for  it  was 
concluded,  that  if  the  Proceedings  in  queftion 
were  to  be  thus  committed,  in  order  to  their 
being  purchafed,  they  would  eafily  be  obtained 
through  the  proper  channel  without  an  ex¬ 
pence,  which  the  plunder  her  property  had 
fuldained  both  by  the  rebels  and  the  military, 
rendered  Lady  Crosbie  at  the  time  little  ca¬ 
pable  of  disburfing;  nor  would  ffie  be  fo  far 
inftrumental  in  difgracing  the  charafter  of  the 
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military,  as  to  fuppofe  that  an  a£t  of  juftice,  a 
facred  right,  would  by  them  be  put  up  to  fale. 

In  the  fummer  of  1799,  a  lady  who  had  feen 
fome  of  the  papers  on  this  unhappy  fubjeSt  here 
inferted,  and  who  wifhed  for  further  informa¬ 
tion,  accidentally  became  acquainted  with  Ma¬ 
jor  Denis  at  Harrowgate,  and  took  that  oppor¬ 
tunity  of  expreffmg  her  regret  and  furprife, 
that  the  Proceedings  of  the  Court-Martial  on 
Sir  Edward  Crosbie  had  been  withheld,  not- 
withftanding  fo  much  had  been  done  by  the 
family  to  obtain  them.  He  ajjiired  her,  that  no 
perfon  whatever  had  demanded  them,  except 
Sir  Richard  Mufgrave,  to  whom  lie  gave  them 
that  they  were  then  in  his  trunk  in  Ireland; — 
that  on  his  return  thither  he  would  let  her  fee 
them,  and  would  give  them  to  any  of  the  fa¬ 
mily,  who  thought  proper  to  apply.  A  few 
months  after,  this  converfation  reached  the  ears 
of  Lady  Crosbie,  who  immediately  wrote  to 
Major  Denis  the  following  letter : 

“  Sir, 

<f  In  confequence  of  a  converfation,  repeated 
to  me,  that  you  had  with  a  lady  at  Harrowgate, 
in  which  you  faid,  that  cc  you  never  had  been 
applied  to  for  the  Minutes  of  the  Court-Martial, 
held  on  the  late  Sir  Edward  Crosbie,  of  which 
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you  were  Prefident  *  which  Minutes  you  would 
have  given  up,  if  called  upon  by  any  part  of  the 
family ;  that  they  were  in  your  trunk  in  Ire¬ 
land,  or  you  would  have  fhewn  them  to  the 
lady,  for  you  had  no  obje&ion  to  their  being 
feen  even  by  a  ftranger.”  I  think  it  my  duty, 
having  heard  of  this  converfation,  to  make  im¬ 
mediate  application  to  you  for  them ;  and  ftiould 
have  done  fo  before,  had  I  earlier  known  they 
were  in  your  pofleflion ;  as  I  muft  conclude,  you 
would  not  have  faid  what  has  been  repeated  to 
me,  as  above  related,  if  you  did  not  really  wifli 
to  give  the  family  of  Sir  Edward  a  fatisfa&ion 
they  have  a  juft  claim  to.  I  am,  &c. 

(Signed)  “  Castiliana  Crosbie,” 
ce  Major  Denis y  Mount-Mellick 

To  which  letter  the  following  is  an  exatt 
copy  of  Major  Denis’s  anfwer. 

f  %  >  t  ■  , 

< f  Madam,  Mount-Mellick ,  Feb .  i,  1800. 

“  I  have  been  honoured  with  your  letter, 
reprefenting  a  converfation  I  had  with  a  lady 
at  Harrowgate,  refpe&ing  a  tranfa&ion  which 
occurred  during  the  late  rebellion.  It  con¬ 
cerns  me  much  to  renew  a  fubje£t,  which  1  ko/ied 
was  buried  in  oblivion .  But  as  the  lady  has 
thought  proper  to  mention  the  bufinefs,  and 

c 
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^hich,  I  thought,  I  was  only  fp^king  on  in  con¬ 
fidence,  I  mull  beg  leave  to  fay,  that  on  her  re- 
prefenting  to  me  that  reflexion  had  been  call: 
on  the  Proceedings  of  the  Court-Martial  of 
which  I  was  a  member,  in  vindication  I  de¬ 
clared  my  fentiments,  obferving  I  could  by  the 
Proceedings  prove  the  alfertion  I  made.  The 
lady  will,  I  am  fure,  do  me  the  juffice  to  recoi¬ 
led  what  my  fentiments  were  : — that  1  fliould 
be  extremely  forry  to  bring  forward  any  thing 
to  hurt  the  feelings  of  any  of  the  family,  part  of 
whom  1  had  been  acquainted  with  a  long  time, 
and  had  the  higheft  refped  for.  No  ftranger 
has  feen  from  me,  fince  the  unfortunate  time  I 
allude  to,  any  copy.  I  underhand  applications 
have  already  been  made  to  my  fuperior  officers 
for  fuch  a  copy ;  I  ffiould  think  myfelf  unwar/zt- 
able  in  doing  fo  at  prefent.  Any  thing  in 
my  power,  confifhmt  with  what  I  concave  pro¬ 
priety,  I  would  do  to  ferve  Lady  Crosbie,'  or 
any  of  the  family;  but  in  the  prefent  cafe  I  am 
fure  ffie  will  excufe  me. 

/  *■  ,  *  f  s  * 

“  I  am.  Madam, 

“/  Your  moft  obedient  humble  fervant, 

K  I 

(Signed)  “Hum.  Denis. 

“  I  imwagine  the  original  Proceedings  are 
placed  in  the  Judge-Advocate’s  office.” 
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Thus  having  tried  every  avenue  that  could 
lead  to  the  Proceedings  of  the  Court-Martial, 
and  found  each  impenetrable,  the  family  were 
forced  to  turn  their  views  towards  procuring 
the  Minutes  of  fome  one  of  the  members  of  the 
court.  And  here  their  difficulties  recommenced. 
In  vain  were  various  friends,  through  the  mod 
promifing  channels,  employed  to  procure  the 
Minutes  in  queftion  !  Indeed  fo  general  was  the 
referve  on  this  fubjeft,  that  even  the  names  of 
the  officers  who  compofed  the  Court,  were  re- 
fufed  to  repeated  applications.  Frequent  have 
been  their  difappointments  in  the  purfuit  of  this 
fecondary  objeft.  Often  have  they  thought 
they  had  attained  it,  and  as  often  has  it  eluded 
their  grafp. 

At  length,  however,  after  two  years  unwea¬ 
ried  affiduity  and  trouble,  the  friends  of  Sir  Ed¬ 
ward  Croffiie  fucceeded  in  procuring  a  copy  of 
the  Minutes  of  the  Court-Martial,  under  the 
following  reftriftions,  viz.  that  the  writer’s 
name  ffiould  not  be  divulged,  and  that  no  firofe* 
cution  Jhould  enfue.  The  Aft  of  Indemnity  has 
rendered  the  laft  condition  eafy  of  compliance* 

But  before  we  prefent  our  readers  with  a 
copy  of  thefe  Minutes,  it  is  neceffary  to  mention 
fome  circumftances  relating  to  the  apprehen- 
fion  of  Sir  Edward  Crosbie,  and  his  being  de- 


prived  of  proper  counfel  at  his  trial.  The  party 
of  the  military  which  firft  came  to  View-Mount, 
(the  place  of  his  abode)  were  admitted  by  Lady 
Crosbie,  who,  happening  to  be  going  out  at  the 
moment  of  their  arrival,  herfelf  opened  the  door 
to  them.  The  officer  enquired  for  Thomas 
Myler  (Sir  Edward’s  fteward,  a  man  deeply 

concerned  in  the  rebellion)  who  had  abfconded, 

» 

The  houfe  was  fearched,  every  door  broken, 
and  every  place  examined ;  but  neither  could 
Myler  be  found,  nor  a  fingle  article  to  crimi¬ 
nate  Sir  Edward.  The  officer,  however,  kept 
poffeilion  of  the  houfe,  and  difpatched  a  mef- 
fenger  to  inform  Colonel  Mahon,  of  the  ninth 
regiment  of  dragoons,  who  commanded  at  Car- 
low,  that  Myler  had  efcaped.  On  which  in¬ 
telligence,  Colonel  Mahon,  with  a  larger  body 
of  men  immediately  came,  feized  Sir  Edward 
Crosbie,  and  conducted  him  to  Carlow  jail, 
without  affigningamotive,  or  alledging  a  charge 
againft  Sir  Edward.  Lady  Crosbie,  although 
allured  by  every  perfon  fhe  faw,  that  there  was 
no  intention  of  bringing  Sir  Edward  to  any 
trial,  and  that  a  temporary  confinement  was  all 
that  was  meant  by  the  feizure  of  his  perfon , 
yet  hearing  foon  after  the  contrary,  fent  to  Col. 
Mahon,  requefting  that  he  would  give  her  rea- 
fonable  notice  of  the  day  appointed  for  the 
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trial  to  come  on.  He  returned  for  anfwer, 
that  the  fhouid  have  twenty-four  hours  notice. 
This  affurance  he  repeated  to  her  afterwards  in 
perfon,  adding,  “  Do  you  think.  Madam,  I 
would  do  otherwife?”  A  day  or  two  after,  ihe 
received  a  letter  from  Counfellor  Powell,  of¬ 
fering  to  come  to  her,  if  fire  would  let  him  know 
when  the  trial  would  take  place.  Upon  this 
fhe  went  immediately  to  Colonel  Mahon,  in¬ 
formed  him  of  the  kind  offer  made  to  her  by 
Mr.  Powell,  and  requefled  he  would,  if  poili- 
ble,  enable  her  to  give  Mr.  Powell  the  necef- 
fary  information.  Colonel  Mahon,  with  the 
utmoft  coolnefs  and  indifference,  pulled  out 
his  watch,  faying,  cc  The  trial  will  begin.  Ma¬ 
dam,  in  an  hour.”  ‘  Great  God  !  Colonel, 
did  not  you  promife  me  twenty-four  hours  no¬ 
tice  ?’  “  Very  true.  Madam;  but  it  is  notin 
my  power  to  poftpone  it.”  c  Why,  Sir,’  faid 
Lady  Crosbie,  ‘  Sir  Edward  has  not  yet  been 
made  acquainted  with  the  charges  that  are  to 
be  brought  againfl  him,  which  I  underftood 
was  always  done  in  a  court  of  ju^t^ce.,  <c  O, 
Madam,”  replied  the  Colonel,  <c  you  under- 
Hand  nothing  of  this  bufinefs.” — And  fo,  in¬ 
deed,  the  event  has  proved.  Thus  circum- 
Hanced,  with  every  reafon  to  believe,  from  the 
whole  of  the  treatment  Sir  Edward  had  expe» 
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rienced  daring  his  confinement,  that  he  would 
meet  with  the  fame  feverity  on  his  trial,  and 
with  only  an  hour  allowed  her  to  prepare  for  it, 
it  was  impoffible  to  look  for  counfel  or  affift- 
ance  beyond  the  town  of  Carlow,  which  fur- 
nifhed  only  two  attornies,  one  of  whom  was 
confined  to  his  bed  with  a  fever,  or  at  lead 
pleaded  that’excufe,  probably  through  fear  of 
giving  olfence  to  fome  in  the  neighbourhood; 
and  the  other  belonged  to  fome  military  corps. 
To  the  latter  Lady  Crosbie  immediately  ap¬ 
plied,  and  obtained  his  affiltance.  But  even  of 
this  Sir  Edward  had  not  the  benefit  after  the 
firfi:  day’s  trial,  as  will  be  feen  in  the  fequel. 

With  regard  to  the  Minutes  themfelves,  they 
are  certainly  authentic  ;  and  from  information 
received  from  other  and  moll  refpe£table  quar¬ 
ters,  fome  of  whom  were  prefent  at  the  trial, 
we  are  convinced  that  they  exhibit  the  whole 
of  the  material  part  of  the  evidence  produced 
againft  Sir  Edward  Crosbie,  fet  forth,  indeed,  in 
a  very  unfavourable  light;  while  many  circum- 
ftances,  highly  in  his  favour,  are  entirely  un¬ 
noticed.  In  finort,  we  are  perfuaded,  and  think, 
it  is  to  be  collected  from  the  Minutes  them¬ 
felves,  that  the  writer’s  chief  object  was  to  col¬ 
lect  fomething  from  the  evidence  that  might 
appear  to  jultify  a  fentence  of  condemnation.^-* 
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Whatever,  therefore,  occurred  in  the  courfe  o£ 
the  trial  that  appeared  to  operate  molt  to  the 
difadvantage  of  Sir  Edward,  is  ftrongly  marked ; 
while  that  which  was  advanced  in  his  favour, 
is  flightly  noticed  only,  or  altogether  omitted. 
Many  fuch  omiffions,  and  a  great  deal  more 
indeed,  we  could  eafily  fupply  from  the  molt 
unqueftionable  vouchers ;  but  this  is  not  our 
purpofe  at  prefent,  and  we  haften  to  lay  before 
the  public  the  Minutes  themfelves,  from  which 
the  charges  againft  Sir  Edward  Crosbie,  and 
the  nature  of  the  evidence  in  fupport  thereof, 
will  clearly  appear. 
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COURT-MARTIAL. 


Major  Denis,  of  the  9th  Dragoons, 
President. 


Capt.  Martain,  of  the 

Capt.  Sherston,  - 

Capt.  Buthin,  — 

Lieut.  Loftus,  — — 

Lieut.  Roe,  — 

Lieut.  Best,  - 

Lieut.  Higgins,  - 

Lieut.  Ogle,  - 

Lieut.  Magrath,  - 

Lieut.  Bagwell,  - 

Enfign  Ellis, - 

Cornet  Fleming, - 


9th  Dragoons. 
3  2d  Regiment. 
Unattached. 
9th  Dragoons. 
Armagh  Reg. 
Half-Pay. 

9th  Dragoons. 
Armagh  Reg. 
North  Cork. 
9th  Dragoons. 
Armagh  Reg. 
9th  Dragoons. 


CARLOW,  June  2,  1798. 


PRISONER. — Sir  Edward  Crosbie,  bart. 

1 ft.  For  traitorous  and  rebellious  conduft, 
in  aiding  and  abetting  a  moll  villainous  con- 
fpiracy  for  the  overthrow  of  his  Majefty’s 
crown,  and  the  extin&ion  of  all  loyal  fubje&s. 

2 d.  For  endeavouring  to  conceal  perfons, 
knowing  them  to  be  engaged  in  the  above- 
mentioned  proje6t. v 
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EVIDENCE. 

James  Gaynf.r,  being  /worn. 

Q.  Have  you  been  fworn  an  United  Irifliman? 

A.  Be  dad,  I  have.  Sir. 

Q.  Were  you  on  Thurfday  night  aiding  in 
the  attack  again!!  this  town? 

A.  I  was. 

Q.  Will  you  inform  the  Court  of  what  you 
know? 

A.  Indeed,  I  will.  On  Thurfday  night  la  ft, 
the  24th  of  May,  he  was  coming  home  with 
Tom  Wright,  who  alked  him  if  he  was  ready; 
he  alked  for  what? — Anfwer,  to  go  to  Carlow, 
to  fight  for  the  Barracks. — Witnefs  faid,  he 
would  not  go. — Afiembled  at  Sir  Edward  Crof- 
bie’s,  infide  the  wall;  about  100  people  aflem- 
bled  about  twenty  perches  from  Sir  Edward’s 
houfe. — Sir  Edward  Crosbie  came  out — does 
not  know  Sir  Edward  Crosbie — knew  him  from 
hear-fay — faw  Sir  Edward  Crosbie’s  hall-door 
open,  heard  the  perfon  who  came  out  fay, 
“  Never  fear,  boys,  the  Barrack  will  foon  be 
your  own.”  Captain  Roche  told  him,  they 
were  going  to  Sir  Edward’s  houfe.  The  per¬ 
fon  who  encouraged  the  mob  to  go  on,  went 
to  Sir  Edward  Crosbie’s. — Judged  it  was  Sir 
Edward  by  his  drefs  and  appearance — Cannot 
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fee  the  fame  defcription  of  perfon  now  in 
Court.*  He  was  about  two  perches  from  the 
door,  was  near  enough  to  fee  it — a  hundred 
people  or  upwards  affembled. 

Q.  Are  you  fure  it  was  the  perfon,  who 
came  out  of  the  hall-door,  who  faid,  ‘  Never 
fear,  boys,  &C.?’ 

A.  I  am  fure  it  wras. 

Q.  At  the  time  you  left  Sir  Edward  Crosbie’s 
houfe,  who  commanded  the  party? 


*  Gayner,  this  witnefs,  upon  being  alked,  ic  Which  is  Sir 
Edward  Crolbie,  he  is  now  in  Court  V*  made  anfwer  as  above, 
‘  that  he  faw  no  fuch  defcription  of  perfon  in  Court;’  though 
Sir  Edward,  at  that  time,  was  not  only  in  Court,  but  at  his  fide ; 
as  we  are  affured  by  a  Gentleman  that  was  prefent  at  the  trial. 
The  perfon  here  alluded  to  mull  have  been  Myler,  Sir  Edward’s 
Reward;  who,  it  was  afterwards  difcovered,  was  a  determined 
and  active  United  Irifhman,  and  one  of  their  committee-men; 
that  for  his  own  wicked  and  traitorous  purpofes,  often  perfon- 
ated  his  mailer,  whom  he  greatly  refembled  in  height  and  fi¬ 
gure  ;  and  it  was,  no  doubt,  to  favour  this  deception,  that  he 
drefled  fo  like  his  mailer.  Sir  Edward  ufually  wore  the  uniform 
of  the  Carlow  Hunt,  a  dark  blue  coat,  black  velvet  cape,  large 
lilver  buttons,  with  “  Carlow  Hunt”  on  them.  Myler  always 
appeared  in  a  coat  exa&ly  refembling  this  uniform,  except  that 
Carlow  Hunt  was  not  engraved  on  the  buttons.  His  motive 
for  this  is  now  apparent ;  but,  at  the  time,  gave  no  fufpicion  to 
any  of  the  family.  He  abfconded  after  the  battle  of  Carlow, 
and  it  was  then  difcovered  that  he  had  defrauded  his  mailer 
of  300I.  and  upwards.  Sir  Edward’s  fervants  (as  was  the  cafe 
in  almoll  every  family  in  Ireland)  were  Roman-Catholics,  and 
United  Irilhmen;  which  laft  circumftance  he  was  unacquainted 
with,  till  the  afternoon  on  the  24th  of  May,  when  his  fervants  for 
the  firlt  time,  with  an  air  of  defiance,  openly  declared  themfelves. 


/ 
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A.  Captain  Roche,  Lieutenant  Murphy,  and 
Serjeant  Wright. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  the  perfon  you  took  for  Sir 
Edward  Crosbie,  fpeak  feparately  to  Captain 
Roche  or  any  of  the  officers? 

A.  Only  to  the  mob. 

Q.  How  far  did  thefe  three  Officers  come 
with  you  from  Sir  Edward  Crosbie’s  houfe? 

A.  To  the  town. 

Q,  Did  any  other  officer  meet  you  to  head 
you  coming  into  town? 

A.  Yes,  Michael  Heydon. 

Q.  Where  did  you  meet  Heydon? 

A.  Near  the  town,  where  the  Hones  are  cut. 

Cross-Examination. 

Q.  Were  you  forced  to  join  the  people? 

A.  At  firfl  I  Was — afterwards  went  freely, 
^wherever  they  defiredme,  of  my  own  inclination. 

Q.  Oppofite  to  what  part  of  Sir  Edward 
Crosbie’s  houfe  were  you  Handing,  when  you 
faw  the  door  open? 

A.  The  front. 

Q.  What  part  of  the  houfe  do  you  conceive 
to  be  the  front? 

A.  This  right  part. 


[  28  ] 

Q.  Was  the  place  where  you  were  (landing, 
between  the  gateway  and  Sir  Edward  Crof- 
bic’s  houfc,  from  the  Carlow  road? 

A.  It  was.* 

Q.  What  do  you  conceive  to  be  the  front 
of  any  houfc  ? 

//.  Where  the  entrance  is. 

if  Was  I  here  any  noile  made  at  Sir  Edward 
CroNhic’s,  while  aflcmblcd  there? 

A.  There  was  not,  except  a  perfon  might 
fpcak . 

John  Finn  ftvoni  ;  but  la  to  Sii  Klivatd  C>oJlir, 
and  own  man  for  Jour  years. 

Q  Do  you  reeollevl  the  night  <>l  the  ;,jth? 

//.  I  do. 

Q  Did  yon  Know  ol  any  unlawful  affembly 
to  be  cnllei  led  that  night  ? 

.7  I  1 1 id .  and  was  with  them, 

Did  von  lee  Nn  Kdw.  < 'I'Osbic  that  night? 

/  I  did 

Q  At  what  time  dul  you  tee  him  that  night  ? 

./  At  patl  ten  o\  lot  h» 

*  Ha  i  »l\v«ml  hauti  it. mu  '  tllll,  m.l  »mi 

t'talawi  di  ila«  \onmU  l.uianlit  la  tmdi  t.i  »t»*  i*.  u.m  at  '*>1 
1  *1"  o .1,  tut. I  td  iht  ItuiiUioit  t»l  (It.  jtliu . .  Im  »»|'p«  (i  <-|u.illy 
IgUiMrtlH 
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Q.  Did  you  walk  with  Sir  Edward  that  night 
in  his  own  garden?* 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  Was  there  any  number  of  people  looking 
on  you? 

A .  No  one,  but  Myler  the  fteward,  and 
Walfh  the  labourer,  who  went  with  them. 

Q.  For  what  purpofe  did  you  go  into  the 
garden? 

A.  To  look  at  fome  pikes,  that  were  fettling 
by  fome  men  in  the  garden-houfe.f 

*  It  is  evident,  from  the  queflions  put  to  John  Finn  by  the 
Court,  that  they  were  fuggefted  by  previous  converfations. — 
After  his  confinement  Sir  Edward  fent  for  this  man,  thinking 
that  his  evidence  might  be  ufeful  in  his  defence.^  A  llep  he 
hardly  would  have  taken,  if  he  had  thought  that  his  conduct 
was  in  any  way  criminal,  and  that  this  man  could  purchafe  his 
own  fecurity,  by  betraying  him.  Finn  immediately  returned 
to  View-Mount,  and  before  all  the  fervants  openly  declared  his 
matter's  innocence,  and  total  ignorance  of  the  defigns  of  the 
rebels.  From  thence  he  went  the  fame  day,  and  furrendered 
himfelf.  How  he  afterwards  came  to  appear  as  evidence  agamji 
his  mailer,  may  be  explained  in  the  fequel. 

t  It  was  not  to  fee  fome  pikes  fettling ,  (as  here  expretted) 
but  fimply  to  fee  a  pike,  that  Sir  Edward  went  into  the  garden, 
as  afterwards  acknowledged  by  the  fame  Finn.  About  a  week 
before  the  attack  of  Carlow,  Lady  Crofbie,  while  at  dinner,  at¬ 
tended  by  the  witnefs  John  Finn,  told  Sir  Edward,  that  fhe  had 
been  that  morning  walking  with  Lady  Charlotte  Browne,  and 
that  they  had  met  a  man  on  horfeback  with  a  large  pile  before 

J  In  a  note  to  Lady  Crofbie,  Sir  Edward  defires  that  fne  would  fend  imme¬ 
diately  for  Finn,  who,  he  imagines,  is  at  his  father’s  or  uncle’s,  and  whofc 
prefence  he  confidefs  as  necelfary  for  his  defence ;  and  defires,  that  all  the 
maid-fervaats  may  likewife  appear. 


\ 
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0.  What  do  you  mean  by  fettling  the  pikes? 

A.  Putting  the  heads  to  the  handles. 

Q.  Do  you  take  upon  you  to  fay,  that  Sir 
Edward  faw  the  men  at  that  work? 

A.  He  faw  that  much . 

0.  Did  Sir  Edward  make  any  obfervation 
on  what  he  faw  ? 

V 

A.  Sir  Edward  faid  they  were  wicked  wea¬ 
pons,  and  that  he  never  faw  fuch  before. 

0.  Was  Myler  to  your  certain  knowledge 
an  United  Irifhman? 

A.  To  the  belt  of  my  opinion  he  was. 

Q.  Why  do  you  think  he  was  one? 

A.  He  was  feemingly  very  bufy  in  preparing 
for  the  expedition  that  night,  and  believe  he 
had  a  command. 

him,  which  excited  their  curiofity.  Lady  Charlotte  knew  the 
man,  and  afked  him,  “  Neil,  what  have  you  got  there.”  ‘  Ma’am, 
I  have  got  fome  pikes,  which  were  left  at  a  prieft’s  houfe  laft 
night,  and  I  am  taking  them,  by  Mr.  Browne’s  order,  to  Carlow/ 
Lady  Crofbie  expreffed  her  with  to  fee  one,  and  defired  Lady 
Charlotte  to  afk  Neil  to  fhew  her  one.  On  which  he  got  off 
his  horfe,  and  unpacked  about  half  a  dozen.  Sir  Edward,  on 
hearing  this,  afked  Lady  Crofbie,  “  what  fort  of  weapon  it  was?” 
obferving,  ‘  you  have  feen  more  than  I,  my  dear;  for  I  never 
faw  a  pike  in  my  life.’  Hence  Finn  took  occafion  a  few  day$  af¬ 
ter,  to  induce  his  matter  to  go  into  the  garden-houfe,  by  offering 
to  (hew  him  one  pike  (fee  page  2^)  Had  Finn  had  the  leaft  idea 
that  his  matter  was  an  United  Irilhman,  or  in  the  moft  diftant 
manner  concerned  with  them,  could  he  have  imagined,  that  he 
did  not  know  what  a  pike  was,  or  that  he  could  have  been  till 
that  day,  till  almott  the  moment  of  a<tt  ion,  without  ever  having 
feen  one  ? 
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Q.  Did  you  fee  Sir  Edward  and  Myler  have 
any  private  converfation? 

A .  He  had  converfation  with  Myler,  which 
he  did  not  hear.* 

Q.  by  the  Court .  On  the  virtue  of  your  oath, 
do  you  believe  that  Sir  Edward  Crosbie  knew 
what  the  pikes  were  intended  for? 

A.  I  believe  he  did.f 

i 

Q.  How  long  did  Sir  Edward  remain  in  the 
garden  ? 

A.  About  ten  minutes. 

Q,  How  many  people  were  preparing  the 
pikes? 

A.  I  believe  there  were  five  or  fix  in  the 
garden  at  that  time. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  thefe  men  were? 

A.  I  do. 

Q.  Were  they  Sir  Edward's  tenants? 

A.  Some  of  them  were  labourers. 

O.  Who  were  they,  that  were  not  labourers? 

A.  They  were  of  the  neighbourhood. 

Q.  Did  Sir  Edward  fay  any  thing  to  prevent 
the  men  making  ufe  of  their  pikes? 

*  See  the  purport  of  this  converfation  in  Sir  Edward’s  letter 
to  Judge  Downes,  Appendix,  No.  i.  See  alfo  Appendix,  No.  6. 

f  How  could  he  be  ignorant  of  it?  Finn  and  Myler  had 
now  declared  themfelves ;  and  every  man  in  Ireland  knew  what 
pikes  were  intended  for. 


J 
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A.  He  faid  they  were  dangerous  weapons, 
he  had  never  feen  fuch  before. 

What  time  of  the  evening  did  this  happen? 

A.  About  nine  o’clock. 

§)j  Was  that  the  laft  time  you  faw  Sir  Ed¬ 
ward  that  night  ? 

A.  It  was  not. 

When  did  you  fee  Sir  Edward  after  that? 

A.  In  about  an  hour  after  went  up  flairs,  faw 
Sir  Edward  and  Lady  Crosbie  playing  at  cards  $ 
fhut  the  windows,  and  locked  the  hall-door. 

j^.  After  you  locked  the  hall-door,  what  did 
you  do? 

A.  I  went  to  the  garden  through  the  back- 

/  * 

door. 

What  did  you  do  then  ? 

A .  I  went  to  the  garden-houfe  where  the 
men  were.  The  pikes  were  all  finifhed  foon  after. 

How  many  pikes  do  you  think  there  were 
there  ? 


A. 


A. 

town 


A. 

& 

A. 


I  believe  nine  or  ten. 

Did  you  take  a  pike  yourfelf? 

I  did  not. 

How  were  you  armed  coming  into  the 
that  night? 

With  one  piftol. 

Where  did  you  get  that  piftol  ? 

From  a  man  in  the  neighbourhood. 


) 
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J£b  How  long  had  you  that  piftol  in  your 
poflefiion  ? 

A.  Knew  it  to  be  hid — had  it  in  pofleftion 
three  or  four  days  before. 

«gb  At  the  time  you  went  into  the  garden 
with  Sir  Edward  Crosbie,  had  you  the  piftol 
about  you? 

•  _ 

A.  I  believe  I  had. 

\ 

i<b  Did  you  think  it  neceflary  to  conceal  the 
piftol  from  Sir  Edward? 

A.  I  did  not.* 

^  In  leaving  Sir  Edward’s  houfe  that  night, 

did  you  imagine  Sir  Edward  would  be  angry 

/ 

with  you  ? 

A.  No,  I  did  not;  often  went  out  at  night. 

J^b  Was  Myler  in  Carlow  that  night? 

A.  He  marched  from  the  houfe,  but  believe 
he  did  not  come  to  Carlow. 

«^b  After  you  made  your  efcape,  where  did 
vou  go  ? 

A.  I  went  to  Sir  Edward’s. 

J^b  Asfoon  as  you  got  home,  what  did  you  do?  • 

A .  I  went  to  bed. 

How  could  he  think  it  neceflary,  now  that  he  had  dared  to 
declare  himfelf,  and  knew  that^his  mailer  was  unarmed,  as  he 
himfelf  a  few  days  before  only  had  carried  all  his  mailer’s  arms 
to  the  IherifF’s  ?  But  after  all,  this  does  not  even  prove  that  his 
mailer  did  fee  the  piftol. 


D 


I 
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gK  How  long  did  you  remain  in  bed  ? 

A.  About  a  quarter  of  an  hour,  when  I  called 
to  a  fervant-maid  for  a  drink  of  water,  which 
I  got. 

Q.  Did  the  fay  any  thing  on  giving  you  the 
water  ? 

A .  Believe  the  faid  Carlow  was  on  fire — is 
fure  flie  did  fpeak. 

Was  Sir  Edward  prefent  when  (he  made 
that  obfervation  ? 

A .  I  believe  he  was. 

Q  Did  Sir  Ed  ward  make  any  remarks  on  this? 

A.  Sir  Edward  faid,  the  town  was  on  fire. 
Witnefs  told  Sir  Edward,  the  people  were  all 
killed. 

Do  you  believe  it  was  becaufe  the  girl 
was  prefent,  Sir  Edward  made  no  farther  obfer¬ 
vation  on  the  bufinefs  ? 

/ 

A .  I  don’t  think  he  would  have  minded  the 
girl,  had  he  any  thing  to  fay. 

Next  morning,  when  you  faw  Sir  Edward, 
what  did  you  do? 

A.  I  told  him,  I  could  not  flay,  and  afked 
him  for  my  difcharge. 

Why  did  you  afk  him  for  your  difcharge? 

Ay  I  was  frightened  at  the  bulinefs  of  the 
night,  and  hearing  Sir  Edward  was  confidered 
as  a  difaile£ted  man,  was  afraid  to  ltay. 


[  35  ] 

Do  you  believe  Sir  Edward  knew  you 
were  in  the  battle  that  night  ? 

A.  I  believe  he  did.* 

^  Did  you  get  your  difcharge  or  not  ? 

A.  I  did  in  half  an  hour. 

^  From  the  circumftanaes  before  mention¬ 
ed,  do  you  believe  Sir  Edward  knew  you  were 
to  be  at  the  attack  ? 

A.  I  believe  he  did. 

[Sir  Edward  Crofbie’s  difcharge  read,  giving  the  man 
a  very  good  chara&er;  ante-dated  two  days)  Sir  Ed¬ 
ward  allows  to  be  his.] 

§>j  On  what  day  did  you  receive  the  difcharge  ? 

A.  On  the  25th  of  May. 

[ Difcharge  produced  to  evidence ,  and  fworn  to.] 

Had  you  applied  for  your  difcharge  before? 

A.  No,  I  did  not. 

£>.  Had  Sir  Edward  his  clothes  on,  when  he 
came  to  your  room  ? 

A.  He  had  his  night-cap,  but  no  coat. 

*  He  pofitively  did  not  know  it.  Lady  Crofbie  awakened  him 
about  two  o’clock,  faying,  fhe  had  heard  a  knocking  at  the  gate, 
on  which  he  got  up,  and  going  to  the  window  heard  firing  from 
the  town,  faw  it  in  flames,  and  told  Lady  Crofbie  that  Carlov# 
was  attacked:  fhe  inflantly  exclaimed,  “  Great  God!  perhaps 
our  men  are  in  it!”  Upon  which  Sir  Edward  opened  his  door, 
and  called  to  them  feveral  times  without  receiving  any  anfwer. 
At  length,  “  Will  nobody  anfwer  me  ?”  faid  he,  and  a  female 
fervant  replied.  “  Are  the  men  below  ?”  faid  Sir  Edward  3  John 
Finn  then  anfwcred)  “  Yes,  Sir,  we  are  all  here.” 


Cross-Examination. 

^  by  the  [irifoner  to  evidence.  Did  I  not  fend 
my  arms  by  you  to  the  fheriff  the  Monday  before? 
A.  You  did. 

Have  you  heard  Sir  Edward  frequently 
fay  he  would  not  be  an  United-lrifhman,  an 
Orange-man,  or  of  any  fociety  contrary  to  law  ? 

A.  I  believe  he  did  ;  and  Myler  declared  to 
me,  he  did  not  believe  his  mailer  was  an  United 
Irilhman. 

The  Court  adjourned  to  io  o'clock  on  Monday  the 

i \th  infant . 


The  Court ,  having  ajjembled  according  to  adjourn - 

menty  proceeded  on  the  trial  of  Sir  Edward 

Crosbie,  bart.* 

Patrick  Walsh,  jworn.\ 

K 

Q,  Is  that  your  name  ?  Where  do  you  live  ? 

A.  At  Browne’s-hill. 

Do  you  remember  the  night  of  Thurfday 
the  24th  of  May  lall  ? 

A.  I  do. 

*  Mr.  Mac  Mahon,  attorney,  who  on  the  preceding  day  at¬ 
tended  as  cour.fel  to  Sir  Edward,  was  prevented  from  attending 
him  any  farther.  Accordingly,  Sir  Edward  was  without  any 
counlel  during  the  remainder  of  his  trial,  and  to  aflift  him  in  his 
defence. 

I 

t  For  fon.e  particulars  relating  to  this  evidence,  fee  p.  65. 
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Were  you  prefent  with  any  number  of 
people  at  an  unlawful  meeting  that  night  ? 

A.  I  was. 

Q.  Where  were  they  aflembled  that  night  ? 

A.  There  were  fome  of  the  men  where  the 
pikes  were  preparing  in  the  garden,  and  others 
in  the  field. 

Q.  Were  you  in  the  garden  that  eyening 
preparing  the  pikes? 

A.  I  was. 

Did  Sir  Edward  Crofbie  remain  long  in 
the  garden  ? 

A.  About  eight  or  ten  minutes. 

Did  you  fee  Sir  Edward  after  he  had  left 
the  garden  that  night  ? 

A.  I  did  not. 

Did  you  fee  Sir  Edward  Crofbie  go  into 
the  garden  at  the  time  they  were  preparing  the 
pikes  ? 

A.  I  did. 

^  Did  Sir  Edward,  on  feeing  the  men  pre¬ 
paring  the  pikes,  fay  any  thing  to  difcounte- 
nance  it  ? 

i 

A.  To  the  heft  of  his  opinion,  Sir  Edward  faid 
they  were  dangerous  weapons. 

Did  you  at  that  time  fuppofe  you  were 
a£ling  with  Sir  Edward’s  fandfion  ? 

A.  He  could  not  tell. 


[  38  3 


Edmund  Burroughs,  J worn . 

Do  you  remember  Thurfday  night  the 
24th  May? 

A .  I  do. 

i^.  Were  you  at  Sir  Edward  Crosbie’s  that 
night  with  any  number  of  people  ? 

A.  I  was. 

For  what  purpofe  were  you  aflembled 
that  night  ? 

A.  To  come  to  the  town  and  attack  it. 

Did  you  fee  Sir  Edward  Crofbie  that  night  ? 

A.  To  the  belt  of  my  opinion  he  was  there. 
I  don’t  know  him. 

£)j  Why  do  you  think  it  was  Sir  Edward 
Crofbie? 

A.  Becaufe  I  faw  a  gentleman  come  out  of 
his  houfe,  who  fpoke  to  us  and  told  us  not  to 
fear,  the  town  or  barrack  would  be  our  own : 
every  one  faid  it  was  Sir  Edward  Crolbie  ? 

Q.  What  did  this  gentleman  fay  ? 

A.  He  faid,  “  Play  away,  boys,  the  town  or 
barrack  will  foon  be  your  own.” 

£>.  What  hour  might  this  have  been  ? 

A.  About  ten  or  eleven  o’clock ;  does  not 
know  but  ’twas  later. 

Q.  Did  the  perfon  who  came  out  of  the 
houfe  that  night  and  fpoke  to  you,  return  to  the 

houfe  ? 
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A.  He  did. 

Q.  How  far  from  the  hall-door  might  you 
have  been  at  the  time  ? 

A .  About  two  perches. 

Q.  Was  the  hall-door  open,  when  the  perfon 
was  fpeaking  ? 

A.  It  was. 

Henry  Rogers,  J worn . 

Q.  Did  you  know  at  any  time  direQly  or  in- 
direftly  Sir  Edward  Crofbie’s  having  advanced 
money  to  fupport  the  caufe  of  the  United- 
Irifhmen  ? 

A.  I  was  told  by  John  Bern,  that  Mylerbrought 
feven  or  eight  pounds  to  Mac  Donald  the 
brewer,  for  Sir  Edward  Crofbie,  for  the  ufe  of 
the  prifoners  in  jail,  confined  for  being  United^ 
Irifhmen. 

Q.  By  virtue  of  your  oath  did  Myler  tell  you 
in  confidence,  that  Sir  Edward  Crofbie  was  an 
United-Irifhman? 

A.  He  did  * 

*  It  is  now  very  well  known  that  Myler  encouraged  his  con¬ 
federates,  by  impreffing  them  with  a  notion  that  Sir  Edward  fa¬ 
voured  their  plans,  though  he  very  well  knew  the  contrary.  In 
that  part  of  the  country  the  rebels  had  no  leader  of  any  note. 
It  was,  therefore,  highly  neceflary  for  the  furtherance  of  their 
fchemes,  to  animate  the  party  with  the  idea,  that  fo  relpectable 
a  perfon  as  Sir  Edward  Croibie  was  engaged  in  the  lame  caufe, 
and  prepared  to  head  them.'}'  With  this  expectation  it  is  pro- 

+  This  is  by  no  means  the  only  inftance,  during  the  rebellion,  of  the  name 

•f  a  refpeCtable  gentleman  being  uied  for  thcle  villainous  purpores , 


I 


\ 
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Q.  How  long  (ince  Myler  told  you  that  ? 

A.  About  a  month. 

Q.  Did  Myler  ever  tell  you  he  brought  mo¬ 
ney  from  Sir  Edward,  for  the  ufe  of  the  United- 
Irifhmen? 

A.  He  did,  walking  in  Tullow-ftreet;  and  faid 
Sir  Edward  would  be  in  Court  himfelf,  and 
would  hand  himfelf  by  Mr.  Mac  Nally,  to  fup- 
port  the  prifoners,  he  having  been  feven  years 
at  the  bar. — Rogers  further  fays,  that  Myler 
told  him  pofitively,  that  there  was  to  be  a  meet¬ 
ing  of  the  captains  to  elect  Sir  Edward  Cros- 
bie  ;  on  which  he  afked  him,  if  Sir  Edward  was 
a  fworn  man  ?  He  anfwered  that  he  might  be 
depended  upon,  but  that  he  would  not  come 
before  fo  many  captains  to  take  the  Colonel’s 
tefi ; — and  alfo  told  him,  Sir  Edward  had  been 

t 

fworn  by  one  of  the  Whig-Club.# 

ProJecution  clofed. 

bable  the  rebels  were  induced  to  flock  towards  Sir  Edward’s  on 
the  evening  of  the  24th.  Myler  was  eafily  miftaken  for  his 
matter  by  thofe  who  did  not  perfonally  know  him.  The  report 
was  quickly  propagated  that  Sir  Edward  appeared  at  their  head. 
On  the  ground  of  this,  and  other  equally-unfounded  rumours, 
his  deftrudion  was  unhappily  effeded,  as  appears  from  the 
whole  of  what  relates  to  the  trial. 

*  Sir  Edward  Crofbie  did  not  belong  to  the  Whig-Club;  and 
it  is  a  remarkable  circumftance,  in  a  country  where  every  man 
belonged  to  fome  club  or  fociety,  that  he  was  ?iot  a  member  of 
any  club  * whatever . 


[  41  3 


DEFENCE. 

John  Finn,  /worn. 

Q.  Did  you  fay.thefe  words  to  Sir  Edward 
Crofbie,  “  Sir,  I  heard  you  fay  you  never  faw  a 
pike ;  come  with  me,  and  I  will  iliew  you  one  ? 
A.  I  did. 

Q.  By  virtue  of  your  oath,  do  you  imagine, 

« 

when  you  conduced  me  into  the  garden,  that 
I  expected  to  fee  any  thing  but  a  pike  ? 

A.  I  believe  not. 

Q.  Did  I  fend  to  the  poll;  that  day  ? 

A.  You  did. 

Q.  About  what  time  did  the  melfenger  return? 

A.  About  one  o’clock. 

*  ■ 

Q.  Did  he  bring  me  a  newfpaper  ? 

A.  The  poll  was  not  come  in,  but  he  brought 
a  newfpaper  from  Mr.  Mac  Donald. 

Q.  Did  I  not  fhave  and  fhirt  myfelf,  with  an 
intention  of  going  to  Carlow  ? 

A.  You  did. 

Q.  Do  you  know  I  intended  to  go  to  Carlow  ? 

A.  I  did ;  I  heard  you  order  your  horfes  to 
get  ready  to  go  to  Carlow. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  faying  thefe  words, 
u  We  may  all  now  declare  what  we  are?” 

A .  I  believe  I  did. 
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Q.  Have  you  not  acknowledged  yourfelf  an 
United-Irifhman? 

A.  I  did. 

Where  were  you  fworn? 

A.  I  was  fworn  at  Baltinglafs. 

gK  How  long  fince  were  you  fworn  ? 

A.  It  is  not  a  year  fince. 

cy  How  many  oaths  have  you  taken  ? 

A.  Two. 

<?).  By  virtue  of  your  oath,  did  you  ever  take 
an  oath  to  murder  your  Proteftant  brethren?* 

A.  As  far  as  I  underftand  the  oath,  I  did  not, 

£>.  Have  you  heard  Myler  declare,  that  my- 
felf,  my  wife,  and  my  infant  daughter  Dora, 
were  to  be  put  to  death. 

A.  I  never  did. 

What  religion  are  you  of? 

*  4 

A.  A  Roman-Catholic. 

jj).  Were  you  always  a  Roman-Catholic? 

*  One  of  the  oaths  taken  by  the  Roman-Catholic  Rebels 
was  as  follows: — “I  A.  B.  do  folemnly  fwear  by  our  Lord 
Jefus  Chrift,  who  fuffered  for  us  on  the  crofs,  and  by  the  blefled 
Virgin  Mary,  that  I  will  burn,  deftroy,  and  murder  all  here-' 
tics,  up  to  my  knees  in  blood.  So  help  me  God!”  —It  is  alfo 
a  well-known  fadt,  that  a  dodlrine  has  been  taught  to  thofe 
wretched,  blind,  and  infatuated  Papifts  by  their  priefts,  (many 
of  whom  were  convidted  of  open  rebellion,  and  taken  with  arms 
in  the  very  battle)  that  in  the  fame  proportion  as  they  had  re¬ 
ceived  the  higheft  obligations  from  Proteftant  heretics,  was  their 
merit  encreafed  by  iacrificing  every  obligation,  and  deftroying 
their  benefadlors. 
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A .  I  was  not. 

g>j  Were  you  ever  a  Proteftant? 

A .  I  went  to  Church  for  fome  years,  while 
in  your  fervice. 

Did  you  not  continue  to  go  to  Church, 
when  in  my  fervice  ? 

A .  I  did  for  fome  time  afterwards. 

4^  Did  you  afterwards  become  a  Roman- 
Catholic  ? 

A.  I  did,  after  leaving  Mrs.  Douglas. 

4h  What  became  of  the  mare,  that  I  was 
going  to  ride  to  Carlow? 

A.  I  rode  her  out  a  little.* 

j^.  by  the  Court.  Did  you  fee,  or  do  you  be¬ 
lieve,  that  Sir  Edward  Crosbie  reviewed  the 

/  -  ' 

men  that  night? 

A.  I  did  not,  and  I  do  not  believe  he  could 
have  done  fo  without  my  knowledge. 

Do  you  remember  coming  up  with  a  jug, 
tumbler,  &c.? 

A.  I  do. 

<$>.  How  long  have  you  known  me? 

A.  Fifteen  or  iixteen  years. 

Have  I  the  character  of  a  cruel  man? 

*  It  appears  evident  from  this  circumftance,  how  completely 
Sir  Edward  Crofbie  was  in  the  power  of  his  fervants,  as  he 
could  not  even  command  the  mare;  which  the  witnefs  allows  he 
took  from  him,  and  converted  to  his  own  ufe. 
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A.  No,  you  have  not. 

jSf  Have  I  the  character  of  a  juft  man? 

A.  I  always  heard  you  had. 

•*»  • 

\  * 

t  i  a  k  <  u 

Mary  Lee,  /worn A 

What  religion  are  you  of? 

A.  A  Proteftant. 

^  Do  you  remember  Thurfday,  May  24. 

A.  Yes,  perfe611y  well. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  Myler  fay,  myfelf,  my 
wife,  and  my  little  Dora,  were  to  be  put  to 
death  ?j*  . 

A.  Yes,  he  told  me  fo. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  of  any  fhocking  infurrec- 
tion  having  taken  place  in  Dublin? 

I  did.  '3tl 

Q.  Suppofe  I  had  gone  to  Carlow  that  day, 
and  that  the  rebels  had  fucceeded,  inllead  of 
the  happy  defeat,  do  you  think,  if  they  had 
the  leaf:  fufpicion  of  my  having  given  informa¬ 
tion,  would  not  my  wife,  children,  and  family, 
be  put  to  death? 

A.  I  believe  they  would  have  been  put  to 
death. 

*  Lady  Crofbie’s  waiting-maid. 

■f  This  circumftance  and  many  others,  after  the  battle  of 
Carlow,  came  to  the  knowledge  of  Sir  Edward  by  the  report 
cf  his  fervants. 
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Q.  from  the  Court .  Do  you  believe,  if  the 
rebels  had  fucceeded,  would  any  of  Sir  Ed¬ 
ward’s  family  have  been  put  to  death? 

A .  I  believe  they  would . 

Q.  What  time  did  I  go  to  bed? 

A.  As  the  clock  was  (hiking  Twelve. 

Q.  Do  you  think,  from  the  time  I  returned 
from  the  garden  with  John  Finn,  [  afterwards 
went  out  ? 

A.  I  am  pofitivc  that  you  did  mi. 

Sir  Edward  declared,  that  he  knew  no  aft 
or  part  the  rebels  were  to  take,  until  three 
o’clock  on  Thurfday and  then  his  fervants 
publicly  avowed  it. 

Bridget  Curran,  /worn* 

Q.  by  the  Court.  Do  you  remember  the  night 
of  May  the  24th? 

A.  I  do. 

Q.  Did  you  fee  me  about  eleven  o’clock? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  Do  you  believe  I  went  out  of  the  houfe 
from  that  time  till  morning? 

A.  I  believe  you  did  not. 

*  For  the  particular's  refpe<Ring  the  difficulty  this  witnefs 
met  with  in  getting  into  Court,  fee  Appendix,  No.  6. 
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Q.  Do  you  remember  any  converfation  you 
had  with  me,  relative  to  your  brothers  who 
were  in  jail? 

A.  I  do  very  well ;  1  came  one  morning — 
had  been  crying.  Sir  Edward  asked  me,  cc  what 
I  was  crying  for?”  I  told  him,  my  brothers 
were  put  in  jail  for  being  United-Men.  He 
told  me,  if  they  were  put  in  for  that ,  he  would 
punifh  them  himfelf,  if  he  could. 

• 

»  i 

Sir  Edward  Crosbie  acknowledges,  he  has 
not  done  his  duty; — he  fhould  have  left  his 
wife  and  family,  and  come  in,  and  given  in¬ 
formation  ; — and  throws  himfelf  on  the  mercy 
of  the  Court.  * 


THE  defence  is  here  fummed  up  in  a  few 
words  only,  and  thofe  conveying  a  fenfe  the 
very  reverfe  of  that  which  it  really  exprelfed  ; 
for  Sir  Edward  Crosbie  folemnly  aflerted  his 
innocence  of  the  crimes  laid  to  his  charge.  His 
defence  was  full  and  explicit,  as  we  are  confi¬ 
dently  affured,  and  exa&ly  of  the  fame  import 
with  his  folemn  declaration,  and  the  other  par¬ 
ticulars  ftated  in  his  letter  to  Judge  Downes, 
which  was  written  and  copied  in  the  fhort 
fpace  allowed  him  between  his  trial  and  his 
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death.*  The  folemn  declaration!  here  alluded 
to,  which  Sir  Edward,  in  the  moment  immedi¬ 
ately  preceding  his  execution,  firft  read,  and 
then  delivered  to  the  Sheriff,  runs  thus: 

“  I  moll  folemnly  declare,  in  the  prefence  of 
Almighty  God,  that  I  am  not,  nor  ever  have 
been,  a  Member  of  the  Society  of  United- 
Irifhmen;  that  I  knew  not  their  plans,  except¬ 
ing  from  the  Report  of  the  Secret  Committee 
of  the  Houfe  of  Commons;  never  was  prefent 
at,  nor  knew  of,  their  meetings ;  knew  not  their 
captains,  lieutenants,  or  other  officers,  or 
committee-men  in  this  county,  before  Thurf- 
day  May  the  2,4th,  1798,  and  then  only  one 
committee-man,  Thomas  Myler,  by  his  own 
confeffion  ;  or  any  officer  or  committee-man 
in  any  other  county  except  by  report,  and 
then  only,  after  they  had  been  committed  to 
prifon.  Lord  Edward  Fitzgerald^  has  long 

¥  f  1 

*  See  Appendix,  No.  1. 

t  The  original  declaration  was  afterwards  delivered  by  the 
Sheriff  to  Lady  Crofbie. 

x  We  have  heard  of  fome  wild  fabricated  evidence  given  on 
the  trial  of  Sir  Edward  Crofbie,  of  Lord  Edward  Fitzgerald 
having  been  a  day  afid  a  night  at  View-Mount.  The  Minutes 
do  not  authorize  us  to  affert,  that  Lord  Edward  was  even  men¬ 
tioned:  but  this  folernn  declaration  confirms  us  in  the  opinion 
chat  he  was.  He  certainly  never  was  at  View-Mount, 
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been  known  to  be  a  leader;  but  1  never  bad 
any  communication  with  him  by  letter,  nor 
ever  faw  him,  except  driving  through  the 
ilreets  of  Dublin  in  a  phaeton  or  curricle;  nor 
ever  had  the  lead;  communication  with  him 
by  letter,  or  otherwife. 

(Signed)  “  Edward  Wm.  Crosbie.’* 

During  the  fame  awful  period  of  time,  which 
palled  between  his  trial  and  execution,  Sir  Ed¬ 
ward  moft  folemnly  declared  his  innocence  to 
a  clergyman  who  vifited  him,  and  from  whofe 
lips  we  received  the  information;  as  alfo  to 
his  friend  Counfellor  Powell,*  who  then  like- 
wife  faw  him.  VVe  cannot  but  remark,  that 
the  only  two  pallages  in  the  preceding  Mi¬ 
nutes,  which  relate  to  any  thing  advanced  by 
Sir  Edward  in  his  defence,  refpect  a  kind  of 
confeffion  of  his  knowledge  of  the  rebellious 
defigns  of  his  fervants,  though  a  few  hours  only 
before  the  battle  of  Carlow;  and  that  he  had 
omitted  to  give  immediate  information:  and 
yet,  we  are  affured,  that  not  only  his  defence 
was  copious,  but  that,  during  his  trial,  feveral 
queftions  were  put  to  him,  which  received  ap¬ 
propriate  anfwers.  Now  if  the  fituation  of 


\ 


*  See  Appendix,  No.  a. 
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Sir  Edward  be  duly  confidered  at  the  time 
that  he  firfl  came  to  the  knowledge  of  his  fer- 
vants’  intentions;  that  he  was  peremptorily 
enjoined  by  them  not  to  go  to  Carlow,*  when, 
with  an  air  of  defiance,  they  thought  proper  to 
declare  what  they  were;  that  he  was  com¬ 
pletely  at  their  mercy,  his  arms  having,  pre¬ 
vious  to  this  period,  been  removed  to  another 
place;  that,  from  what  he  muft  unavoidably 
have  known  of  the  determined  principles  of 
United  Irifhmen,  Sir  Edward  was  well  con¬ 
vinced,  that  any  attempt  to  leave  his  premifes 
would  have  been  refilled;  or  if  effected,  at 
the  hazard  of  his  own  life,  and  the  certain  de- 
flru£tion  of  his  wife  and  children,  (and  that 
fuch  apprehenfions  were  not  unfounded,  ap¬ 
pears  clearly  from  the  evidence  before  us.)  As 
thefe  confiderations,  we  are  perfuaded,  would 
fully  acquit  him  in  the  eftimation  of  an  impar¬ 
tial  mind  from  every  imputation  of  guilt,  fo  we 
believe,  and  are  allured,  they  would  have 
produced  the  fame  effe61  in  any  regular  court 
of  juftice.  Sir  Edward  did  all  that,  in  fuch 
circumflances,  it  was  in  his  power  to  do.  He 
endeavoured  to  dififuade  his  fervants,  at  the 
time,  from  the  profecution  of  their  iniquitous 

*  See  Appendix,  No.  i. 
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defigns;  and  afterwards,  on  the  firft  opportu¬ 
nity,  he  tried  to  prevail  on  them  to  furrender 
themfelves.  to  Mr,  Browne,  a  neighbouring 
magiftrate,  which  they  promifed  to  do,*  and 
fome  of  them  actually  did. 

The  fentence  of  the  Court-Martial  is  omit¬ 
ted  in  the  above  Minutes,  but  that,  unhappily, 
can  be  fupplied  by  the  fatal  event.  At  a  late 
and  unufual,  if  not  unprecedented,  hour  of  the 
evening,  immediately  on  the  return  of  the  Pro¬ 
ceedings  with  Major-General  Sir  Charles  Af- 
giil’s  confirmation  of  the  fentence,  Sir  Edward 
was  taken  from  prifon,  and  fuffered  the  death 
of  a  common  malefa&or;  to  which  he  fubmit- 
ted  with  the  firmnefs  and  dignity  of  confcious 
mnocence.t  Not  Satisfied  with  this,  the  fol- 
diers,  with  favage  fiercenefs  and  barbarity,  fe¬ 
vered  his  head  from  the  body ;  and  fixing  it 
upon  a  pike,  placed  it  upon  Carlow  gaol,  in 
full  view  of  his  houfe,  and  in  that  of  his  un¬ 
fortunate  widow  and  children,  every  time  they 
turned  their  eyes  towards  the  town  of  Carlow. 
We  are  informed,  that  this  laft  act  of  inhu¬ 
manity  was  no  part  of  the  fentence;  it  could 
not,  however,  have  been  perpetrated  without 
the  knowledge  of  the  officers  prefent,  and 
confequently  without  their  acquiefcence.  This 
*  See  Appendix,  No.  i.  f  See  Appendix,  No.  a. 
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horrid  fpeftacle  remained  indeed  but  a  fhort 
time ;  it  being  removed  upon  the  marked  dis¬ 
approbation,  and  by  the  orders,  of  the  then 
Lord-Lieutenant  Earl  Camden,  as  foon  as  the 
circumftance  was  reported  to  him;  in  confe- 
quence  of  which  the  Separated  parts  were 
delivered  to  the  widow.  Still  the  Savage  dif- 
pofition  which  fuggefted  this  horrid  aft,  re¬ 
mained  unfated ;  and  Such  was  the  deplorable 
temper  of  the  times,  that  no  clergyman  could 
be  found,  who  would  dare  to  perform  the  Sa¬ 
cred  rites  of  the  church  over  the  mutilated 
body.  Lady  Crosbie  was  therefore  reduced 
to  the  neceffity  of  depcfiting  the  remains  of 
her  facrificed  hulband  in  her  garden  at  View- 

Mount.  Even  about  a  twelvemonth  after  this 

* 

fatal  period,  it  was  not  without  considerable 
oppofition,  that  the  body  was  removed  by  a 
worthy  and  refpefiable  clergyman  of  the 
Church  of  England  to  a  neighbouring  church¬ 
yard,  that  it  might  receive  the  rites  of  Chriftian 
burial  in  confecrated  ground. 

In  a  time  of  open  rebellion,  whe*n  a  man  is 
taken  with  arms  in  his  hands,  in  an  aft  of  hos¬ 
tility  againft  his  king  and  country,  So  that  his 
guilt  is  manifeft,  and  cannot  be  difproved;  it 
may  be  neceffary  to  (trike  terror  into  his  con¬ 
federates  by  a  Summary  trial,  and  immediate 
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execution.  But  how  different  is  the  cafe, 
when  a  gentleman  of  chara&er,  living  peace¬ 
ably  in  his  own  houfe,  and  entirely  unarmed, 
is  apprehended  on  the  balls  only  of  a  vague 
fufpicion,  and  incoherent  rumours;  when  upon 
the  ftridteft  ferutiny,  no  papers,  nor  any  other 
tokens  of  guilt,  are  found  to  criminate  him; 
when  the  evidence  at  belt  could  be  but  of  a 
circumftantial  nature,  that  might  be  difproved 
by  the  aid  of  proper  witneffes,  or  fo  explained 
as  to  remove  every  ground  of  fufpicion  !  The 
unexpedted  precipitancy,  therefore,  of  the' trial 
in  queftion,  contrary  to.  the  exprefs  affurance 
of  the  commanding  officer,  as  well  as  to  the 
opinion  which  had  been  circulated,  that  a 
temporary  confinement  only  was  defigned; — the 
prifoner  alfo,  contrary  to  all  law  and  ufage, 
having  never  been  acquainted  with  the  charges 
on  which  he  was  to  be  tried,  which  tended 
to  defeat  in  a  great  degree  every  effort  on  the 
part  of  the  prifoner  to  fecure  the  attendance 
or  fuch  counfel  and  witneffes  as  might  be  ne- 
ceffary  for  his  defence; — are  circumftances  no 
lefs  cruel  in  themfelves,  than  they  are  incon- 
ffilent  with  the  mild  fpirit  of  Britiffi  jurifpru- 
dence;  which  requires,  that  every  advantage, 
and  every  opportunity  of  exculpation,  ihould 
be  afforded  to  prifoners  on  all  occafions.— . 
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Moreover,  the  Mutiny  A£l  exprefsly  enafls, 
as  before  obferved,  that  “  No  fentence  of  a 
“  General  Court-Martial  held  in  England  can 
“  be  put  into  execution,  without  the  authority 
“  and  approbation  of  the  King ;  or  in  Ireland, 
“  without  that  of  the  Lord-Lieutenant.”  Had 
this  injunftion  been  complied  with  in  the  pre- 
fent  cafe,  time  would  thereby  have  been  al¬ 
lowed  for  confideration,  and  Sir  Edw.  Crosbie 
mufi  have  been  fafe.  But;  unhappily,  by  the 
proclamation  iflfued  by  the  Lord-Lieutenant  by 
and  with  the  advice  of  the  Privy-Council,  on 
the  24th  of  May  1798,  this  power  was  veiled 
in  all  the  General  Officers  commanding  his  Ma- 
jefty’s  forces. 

Again;  in  the  Minutes  here  prefented  to  the 
public,  it  mull  be  obferved  that  no  perfon  is 
mentioned  as  Judge- Advocate ,  nor  does  any  one 
appear  to  have  acted  as  fuch  during  the  whole 
trial.  Indeed,  the  friends  of  Sir  Edward  have 
been  confidently  allured  by  thofe  who  were 
prefent  at  the  trial,  that  there  was  no  Judge-Ad¬ 
vocate.  But  by  the  6th  article  of  the  14th  fec- 
tion  of  the  Articles  of  War  it  appears,  that  a 
Judge-Advocate,  or  a  competent  deputy,  is  an 
effential  part  of  a  Court-Martial ;  who  mull  be 
verfed  in  the  general  doftrines  of  the  law,  in  as 
far  as  they  relate  to  the  trial  of  crimes,  and  the 
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weighing  of  evidence,  in  order  to  inftruct  and 
explain  to  the  Court  fuch  points  of  law  as  may 
occur,  and  on  which  the  Articles  of  War  and 
Mutiny- A6t  may  be  blent.  Wherever  this  is 
the  cafe,  the  rules  of  the  common  law  of  the 
land,  to  the  benefit  of  which  all  Britifh  fubjects 
are  entitled  for  the  protection  of  life  and  liberty, 
muft  be  reforted  to,  and  every  material  devia¬ 
tion  from  thefe  rules,  unlefs  warranted  by  fome 
exprefs  enactment  of  the  military  code,  is,  in 
fa£t,  a  punifhable  offence  in  the  members  of 
the  Court-Martial,  who  may  be  indicted  for  the 
fame  in  the  King’s  ordinary  courts.  The  Judge- 
Advocate  is  alfo  to  adminifter  the  oath  to  the 
members  of  the  Court ;  and  it  is  generally  con- 
fidered  as  his  duty  to  a£t  officially  as  counfel  to 
the  accufed,  for  the  purpofe  of  affifting  him  in 
the  conduct  of  his  defence;  of  adverting  to  the 
propriety  of  queftions  afked  by  the  Court;  and 
of  directing  the  prifoner  as  to  the  anfvvers  to 
be  made.  It  is  alfo  required  of  him  to  warn 
the  Court  in  cafe  of  deviation  from  forms  in 
their  proceedings,  or  of  violation  of  material 
juftice  in  their  final  fentence.*  So  that  without 

*  For  thefe  and  many  other  particulars  on  this  fubjeft,  fee 
■ i(  An  Effay  on  Courts-Martial,  by  S.  P.  Adye  and  (which  is 
far  more  fatisfaftory)  “  Ty tier’s  Elfay  on  Military  Law,  and  the 
“  Pra&ice  of  Courts-Martial.” 
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this  effential  member,  the  Court  muft  have  been 
incomplete,  the  members  of  it  not  properly 
fworn  in,  and  the  prifoner  deprived  of  that  af- 
fiftance  and  fupport,  which  in  this  cafe  were 
fingularly  neceflary,  where  Sir  Edward  Crosbie 
was  bereft  of  proper  counfel.  On  no  occafion 
could  the  legal  knowledge  of  a  Judge- Advocate 
have  been  more  requifite,  the  fuppofed  crime 
being  of  a  civil,  and  not  of  a  military,  nature ; 
nor  can  we  entertain  the  fmallefl  doubt,  but 
that  had  the  Judge- Advocate  or  a  proper  de¬ 
puty  been  prefent,  Sir  Edward  Crosbie  muft 
have  been  fully  acquitted. 

It  appears  then  from  what  has  been  flated, 
that  the  Court  which  tried  Sir  Edward  Crosbie 
was  incomplete  ;  and  if  fo,  then  no  legal  Court. 
From  the  Minutes,  alfo,  which  are  now  before 
us,  (and  we  are  perfuaded  that  the  original  Pro¬ 
ceedings,  could  they  he  feen ,  by  containing  many 
particulars  which  are  here  omitted,  together 
with  a  more  correct  detail  of  the  evidence, 
would  be,  if  poffible,  flill  more  inconteflablv 
conclufive)  it  is  plain,  that  neither  of  the  charges 
brought  againfl  him  were,  in  the  mofl  diflant 
degree,  proved  againfl  Sir  Edward  William 
Crosbie,  viz. 

It  was  not  proved,  in  the  fuff  place;  “That 
his  conduft  was  either  traitorous  or  rebelli- 
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ous;  or  that  he  either  aided  or  abetted  a  mod 
villainous  eonfpiracy  for  the  overthrow  of  his 
Majefty’s  crown,  and  the  extin£tion  of  all 
loyal  fubjecls.”  Nor  was  it  proved,  in  the 
fecond  place,  “  That  he  did  endeavour  to 
conceal  perfons,  knowing  them  to  be  engaged 
in  the  above-mentioned  project/’ 

But  did  we  imagine,  that  the  only  obje£t  to 
be  accompliflied  by  us  was  to  prove  that  Sir 
Edward  William  Crosbie  was  not  legally  con- 
vi6ted  of  the  crimes  for  which  he  differed,  we 
fhould  neither  have  fubmitted  to  a  painful  talk, 
nor  intruded  upon  the  patience  of  our  readers. 
But,  being  fully  perfuaded  that  it  is  in  our 
power  to  remove  every  remaining  ground  of 
fufpicion  from  his  chara£ter  and  condufr,  wTe 
think  it  not  improper  to  fubjoin  a  few  remarks 
on  thofe  parts  of  the  evidence  which  feem 
mod  to  require  explanation ;  not  doubting, 
but  we  fhall  fucceed  in  deducing  from  the  evi¬ 
dence  itfelf  the  mod  convincing  tokens  of 
Sir  Edward’s  perfeft  innocence. 

It  appears,  then,  from  a  fummary  view  of 
the  preceding  evidence,  that  John  Finn,  Sir 
Edward  Crosbie’s  butler,  and  the  fervant  who 
was  chiefly  about  his  perfon,  having  heard 
his  mader  fay,  that  he  never  faw  a  pike  (and 
the  time  and  manner  in  which  this  was  heard. 
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have  been  already  explained*)  offered  to  fliew 
him  one>  if  his  mailer  would  accompany  him 
into  the  garden.  Sir  Edward  did  fo:  but  in- 
ftead  of  one  pike,  he  faw  feveral,  and  fix  or  fe- 
ven  perfons  employed  in  fixing  the  heads  on 
the  handles.  The  only  exprefiiions,  according 
to  the  evidence,  that  were  ufed  by  Sir  Edward 

on  the  occafion,  implied  difapprobation.  .  He 

» 

remarked,  “  they  were  wicked ,  dangerous  wea¬ 
pons.'1  This  happened  between  nine  and  ten 
o’clock  in  the  evening  of  Thurfday  the  24th  of 
May  1798.  Sir  Edward  continued  in  the  gar¬ 
den  about  ten  minutes.  After  this,  it  does  not 
appear  that  he  was  feen  abroad  any  more  that 
night.  His  own  fervants  did  not  fee  him  abroad 
again,  neither  did  his  labourer  Patrick  Walfli; 
and  it  is  very  confidently  aflerted  by  one  of  the 
maid  fervants, f  that  he  did  not  go  out  any  more. 
But  about  an  hour  after  the  above  tranfa&ion, 
a  number  of  perfons,  collected  from  the  vicinity 
to  the  amount  of  more  than  one  hundred,  affem- 
bled  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Sir  Edward’s  houfe. 
About  the  fame  time,  and  probably  whilfi; 
Finn  was  attending  on  his  mailer  and  miftrefs, 
a  perfon  was  feen  coming  out  of  the  hall- 
door  of  Sir  Edward’s  houfe,  and  addreffing 
the  mob.  This  perfon  (as  appears  by  the  trial) 
*  See  page  29,  the  Note,  f  Lady  Croibie’s  own  waiting-maid, 
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two  of  the  witnelfes,  James  Gayner  and  Ed¬ 
mund  Burroughs,  fuppofed,  or  were  made  to 
believe,  was  Sir  Edward  Crosbie.  At  the 
time,  as  it  came  out  in  evidence,  neither  of 
thefe  witnelfes  perfonally  knew  Sir  Edward. 
Gayner,  on  being  particularly  queflioned,  de- 
dared  that  “  he  could  not  fee  the  fame  defcription 
of  perfon  in  Court  f  though  Sir  Edward  was 
then  at  his  fide.  The  fair  and  obvious  con- 
clufion  from  which  premifes  is,  that  fome  other 
perfon  was  taken  for  Sir  Edward  Crosbie;  and 
that  perfon,  there  is  reafon  to  think,  was  Myler. 
If,  then,  Sir  Edward  Crosbie  was  not  abroad 
that  evening,  except  for  a  few  minutes  in  the 
garden,  when  a  final!  number  only  of  perfons 
were  prefent,  it  is  mod  certain  he  could  not 
have  reviewed  the  rebels;  and  fuch  is  Finn’s 
teftimony,  he  declaring  that  he  did  not  believe 
Sir  Edward  could  have  done  it  without  his 
knowledge. 

Again ;  Finn  declares,  that  his  mailer  made 
no  particular  obfervation  on  what  had  hap¬ 
pened  at  Carlow;  at  the  fame  time  giving  it 
as  his  opinion,  that 1  the  prefence  of  the  maid 
would  have  been  no  reflraint  on  Sir  Edward, 

had  he  had  any  obfervation  to  make  on  the 

.1 

occafion.  This  muft  be  admitted  to  be  a  mod 
improbable  circumflance,  on  the  fuppolition 


c 


[  59  ] 


that  Sir  Edward  was  really  implicated  in  the 
rebellion,  and  had  actually  entertained  corrupt 
underftanding  with  the  agents  of  it.  To  this 
it  may  be  added,  that  Finn  (terrified  at  what 
had  happened  at  Carlow)  was  anxious  to  be 
difcharged  from  his  mafter’s  fervice,  becaufe 
he  had  heard  that  Sir  Edward  was  confidered 
as  a  difaffe&ed  man.  Sir  Edward,  it  is  too 
true,  was  mofi  induftrioufly  reprefented  as  fuck. — 
But  when  the  rebels  had  thrown  off  the  mafic, 
and  were  in  a  ffate  of  actual  difperfion  after 
their  attack  on  Carlow,  Finn  had  then  heard 
only,  that  his  maffer  was  confidered  as  difaf- 
fedied;  at  the  fame  time,  that  he  was  unable 
to  adduce  one  finale  circumffance  that  had 
taken  place  during  his  whole  fervice  to  juffify 
the  fuppofition.  On  the  contrary,  Finn  de¬ 
clares,  that  he  had  frequently  heard  his  maf- 
ter  fay,  that  he  would  not  be  an  United-Irifh- 
man,  nor  an  Orange-Man,  nor  of  any  fo- 
ciety  contrary  to  law.  Myler,  moreover,  who 
appears  to  have  been  more  deeply  implicated 
than  Finn  in  the  rebellion,  did  not  believe  that 
his  mafter  was  an  UnitedTrifhman,  however 
induffrioufly  he  circulated  fuch  an  opinion; 
and,  as  appears  from  the  evidence  of  Rogers, 
was  obliged  to  fupport  that  opinion  by  fuch 
pretences,  as  are  obvioufly  evafive,  and  unfup^* 
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ported  by  evidence:  whereas,  had  Sir  Ed¬ 
ward  Crosbie  aft u ally  been  an  United- IrtfJiman , 
and  committed  one  fingle  aft  declaratory  of 
that  character,  it  is  fcarcely  poffible  that  fuch 
circumilance  could  have  been  unknown  to 
thofe  fervants  about  his  perfon,  who  were  con- 
fcffedly  of  that  defcription. 

With  refpeft  to  the  circumilance  of  money 
having  been  given  for  the  relief  of  men  impri- 
foned,  but  as  yet  untried ;  fo  far  from  its  being 
criminal,  furely  every  man  of  feeling  and  be¬ 
nevolence  muft  deem  it  a  praife-worthy  aftion ; 
and  in  this  light  will  it  ever  be  viewed,  we 
trull,  in  the  Britifh  dominions.  This  circum- 
iiance  took  place  in  the  month  of  February, 
previous  to  the  affizes;  when  the  gaol  being 
thronged  with  perfons  confined  on  fufpicion, 
many  of  whom  were  afterwards  found  perfectly 
innocent;  a  petition  from  the  prifoners  was 
fent  round  the  country,  praying  temporary 
relief,  in  confideration  of  their  being  in  the 
greatell  want  of  the  necelfaries  of  life.  Seve¬ 
ral  gentlemen  admioiftered  to  their  relief,  to 
whom  no  guilt  on  that  account  has  ever  been 
imputed.  Upon  what  principle  then,  it  may 
be  aiked,  is  the  fame  aftion  brought  forward 
as  a  crime  againll  Sir  Edward  Crolbie  ?  We 
are  moreover  authorized  to  fubjoin,  (what  is 
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unnoticed  in  the  preceding  Minutes)  that 
Major  Denis  himfelf  asked  Sir  Edward,  in  the 
courle  of  the  trial,  whether  he  did  not  give 
money  to  maintain  the  United-Iriflimen  in  gaol 
the  lad;  affizes.*  Sir  Edward  at  firft  replied 
in  the  negative,  probably  conceiving  himfelf 
authorized  to  give  a  negative  anfwer  to  a  ques¬ 
tion  that  implied  more  than  was  juftided  by 

*  See  Appendix,  Nos.  i,  and  6.  This  was  not  a  very  pro¬ 
per  queftion  to  be  put  to  the  prifoner,  had  there  been  any  cri¬ 
minality  in  the  aCtion  itfelf;  lince,  according  to  the  fpirit  of 
our  laws,  and  the  practice  of  the  regular  courts  of  juftice,  no 
queftion  ought  to  be  alked  of  the  prifoner,  by  which  he  may  be 
drawn  into  a  confellion  of  his  own  guilt.  But,  perhaps,  Major 
Denis  might  think  it  the  more  necelfarv  to  extort  this  confellion, 
from  confidering  how  very  imperfectly  the  faCt  (fuch  as  it  is) 
was  proved  by  the  evidence.  The  only  authority  the  witnels 
(Rogers)  had  for  averting  it,  was,  that  Myler  told  him  fo  ;  and 
that,  as  one  Bern  faid,  Myler  told  him  alfo.  Both  Rogers  and 
Bern  were  Roman-Catholics,  both  United-Irilhmen,  and  deeply 
concerned  in  the  rebellion.  Rogers  faved  himfelf  by  turning 
informer;  and  Bern  by  theintereft  of  a  gentleman  in  the  neigh¬ 
bourhood.  Now,  not  to  fpeak  of  the  witnefs,  might  not  My¬ 
ler  have  had  precilely  the  fame  motives  for  propagating  a  falfe- 
hood  on  this  fubjeCt,  as  in  the  very  fame  breath  for  making  other 
affertions,  that  were  molt  decidedly  falfe?  [See  Rogers’s  evi¬ 
dence,  page  40,  and  the  note.]  and  yet,  muft  we  not  think 
it  very  extraordinary,  that  the  circumftance  which  made  moll 
againll  Sir  Edward  in  the  opinion  of  the  Court,  as  Sir  Edward 
afterwards  undullood,  [See  Appendix,  No.  1]  was,  that  in  the 
lituation  of  furprife  and  ignorance,  in  which  he  was  precipitately 
hurried  to  his  trial,  without  the  aid  of  counfel,  he  had  not  fuf- 
licient  recollection  to  fummon  witnelfes  to  explain  every  faCt, 
which  admitted  of  an  unfavourable  conftruCtion,  from  perfons 
T;vho  leemed  bent  on  his  deltruCtion, 


[  62  ] 

the  fact.  Upon  the  queftion  being  repeated, 
he  acknowledged  that  he  had  defired  Myler 
to  give  the  prifoners  fomething,  as  they  had 
fent  a  petition  round  the  country,  ftgnifying 
that  they  were  ftarving,  before  the  trial.  Upon 
which,  Major  Denis  and  the  Court,  or  a  part 
thereof,  fhouted  for  joy.  We  mention  this, 
not  only  as  an  inftance  of  the  higheft  indeco- 
rum  in  a  court  of  j  office,  and  as  a  ftriking 
proof  of  the  difgraceful  manner  in  which  this 
unprecedented  trial  was  cond utled;  but  more 
particularly,  by  pointing  out  the  avidity  with 
which  every  circumftance  was  received,  which, 
in  the  opinion  of  his  Judges,  tended  to  the 
condemnation  cf  Sir  Edward;  and  in  what 
way  the  moff  innocent  and  even  laudable  fact 
became  diftorted  into  an  a£f  of  criminality; 
and  as  furnifhing  conviction  to  every  unpreju¬ 
diced  mind,  that  Sir  Edward  Crofbie  muff  have 
been  perfeftly  free  from  all  charge  of  guilt, 
when  evidence,  more  conclufive,  was  not  to  be 
produced  againft  him. 

It  remains  now  only  to  notice  one  additional 
circumftance,  which,  it  is  fuppofed,  was  tor¬ 
tured  into  a  proof  of  the  fecond  charge,  namely, 
the  writing  and  ante-dating  Finn's  difcharge. 
It  is  utterly  impoftible  to  fay,  what  was  the 
predominant  impreffion  on  the  mind  of  Sir 
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Edward  in  the  inftant  of  granting  the  dis¬ 
charge  in  quellion,  at  a  moment  of  agitation 
and  furprize;  whether  it  was  a  fudden  impulfe 
of  compaffion,  that  induced  him  to  comply 
with  the  requeft  of  one  who  had  hitherto  been 
faithful  in  his  fervice,  and  had  lived  with  him 
or  his  filler  from  infancy;  who  now  appeared 
flruck  with  horror  and  remorfe  at  the  guilt 
he  had  incurred;  and  who,  under  the  in¬ 
fluence  of  Sir  Edward’s  difluafions,  it  might 
be  reafonably  hoped,  would  cautioufly  avoid 
being  implicated  farther  in  the  like  crimes, 
could  he  efcape  with  life.  The  a6tion  was 
confeifedly  unguarded  and  injudicious,  but 
certainly  not  in  the  leal!  degree  criminal;  and 
we  have  the  belt  law  authority  to  fay,  it  would 
not  be  conftrued  as  fuch  in  any  court  of  juf- 
tice.  It  was  no  concealment.  It  did  not  certify 
an  alibi.  It  could  not  be  brought  in  proof 
that  the  obje£l  of  it  was  not  with  the  rebels, 
or  at  the  battle  of  Carlow.  It  could  not  in¬ 
validate  any  one  circumftance  relating  to  that, 
or  any  other,  tranfa&ion  in  which  he  might 
have  been  engaged.  It  did  not  even  certify, 
that  he  quitted  his  mailer’s  houfe;  but  only, 
that  he  might  have  left  his  mailer  two  days 
before  the  25th  of  May.  As  to  any  thing 
farther  in  the  courfe  of  the  evidence  that  could 
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be  tortured  into  a  charge  again!!  Sir  Edward, 
it  is  fo  perfe&ly  weak  and  frivolous,  that  we 
iliould  trefpafs  on  the  patience  of  our  readers 
by  commenting  upon  it. 

Should  we  now  proceed  to  confider  the 

chara£ler  and  circumftances  of  the  witnefTes, 

✓ 

and  the  means  that  were  ufed  to  extort  from 
them  the  accufations  again!!  Sir  Edward  Crof- 
bie,  had  they  even  laid  any  thing  criminal  to 
his  charge,  we  fhould  not  hefitate  to  pro¬ 
nounce  their  evidence  to  have  been  perfe£!ly 
inadmiftihle.  On  the  other  hand,  when  we 
confider,  that  nothing  did  occur  in  the  whole 
evidence  given  under  fuch  circumftances,  that 
attached  the  fmalleft  fhare  of  criminality  to 
Sir  Edward’s  condu£!,  we  feel  confident  that 
we  fhall  be  juftified  in  the  conclufion  that  we 
have  already  drawn  on  this  unfortunate  fubjeft. 
All  the  witnefTes  anxiouily  fought  for  and  pro¬ 
duced  againfl:  Sir  Edward,  were  Roman-Ca¬ 
tholics  and  United-Irifhmen;  by  their  religion, 

/• 

in  the  firft  inftance,  and  their  oaths  and  en¬ 
gagements  ;  in  the  fecond,  in  bigotted  and  con¬ 
firmed  enmity  with  all  proteftants,  and  with 
every  man  not  concerned  in  the  rebellious  pro- 
je£!s  ;  men,  who,  by  their  own  confeflion,  were 
not  only  implicated  in  the  rebellion,  but  having 
been  actually  in  arms  again!!  Government  in  the 
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battle  of  Carlow,  had,  in  confequence  forfeited 
their  lives  to  their  country: — Men,  who  had 
fufficient  reafon  to  conclude,  as  we  may  ven¬ 
ture  to  infer  from  what  follows,  that  their 
only  hope  of  fecurity  depended  upon  the  con- 
vision  of  Sir  Edward,  and  that  to  have  con¬ 
cealed  the  fmalleft  incident  that  might  bear 
againft  him,  would  have  been  ultimately  fatal 
to  themfelves. 

Lady  Crofbie  herfelf  declares,  and  is  ready 
to  make  oath,  that  the  following  circumftances 
were  folemnly  affirmed  to  her  by  the  perfons 
themfelves,  and  that,  could  a  magiftrate  have 

been  found  to  adminiller  it,  they  were  willing, 

\ 

nay  anxious  to  confirm  it  upon  oath.  Ed¬ 
ward  and  Patrick  Walffi,  brothers  arid  day- 
labourers,  occafionally  employed  by  Sir  Edward 
Crofbie,  and  John  TaafFe,  his  poltillion,  were 
feized  and  committed  to  prifon  in  Carlow. 
After  having  been  a  fhort  time  confined.  Major 
Denis  (the  before-mentioned  Prejident  of  the 
Court-Martial)  went  to  them,  and  told  them, 
“  If  they  would  confefs  that  Sir  Edward  was  en- 
“  gaged  'm  the  rebellion,  they  fhould  be  imme- 
cc  diately  liberated.”  Their  anfwer  was,  ‘  They 
4  would  not  condemn  an  innocent  man.'  Major  Denis 
faid,  «  He  would  make  them  confefs  it;”  upon 
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which  they  were  all  taken  to  the  barrack-yard, 
and  moil  feverely  flogged.  Between  every 
thirty  or  fifty  ladies  (which  of  the  two  is  not 
exaftiy  recolle&ed)  they  were  alked,  “  Would 
ff  they  then  confefs  againft  Sir  Edward  ?”  They 
anfwered,  “  They  would  die  fooner  than  cri- 
<c  minate  an  innocent  man.”  Major  Denis  then 
faid,  cc  Lay  on  the  rafcals  fifty  more.”  Thefe 
queflions  were  often  repeated,  and  the  punifh- 
ment  as  often  renewed  ;  ftill  the  unhappy  fuf- 
ferers  continued  uniformly  fteady,  always  de¬ 
claring  that  Sir  Edward  had  no  knowledge  of 
their  proceedings,  and  was  not  in  the  lead  con- 
ne6ted  with  them. 

Finn,  by  the  advice  and  at  the  dejire  of  his 
mafter ,  as  before-mentioned,  had  furrendered 
himfelf.  During  the  above  tranfadlion,  this 
Finn,  a  poor,  ficklv,  timid  man,  was  brought  be¬ 
fore  Major  Denis,  in  the  barrack-yard,  while 
his  fellow-fervant,  John  Taaflfe,  was  tied  to  the 
triangle,  and  actually  undergoing  a  fevere  flog¬ 
ging  ;  a  circumllance  confirmed  by  the  tefti- 
mony  of  a  gentleman  of  undoubted  veracity, 
who  was  prefent  and  faw  it.  At  the  very  time 
that  this  torture  was  infli&ed  before  his  eyes. 
Major  Denis  was  fitting  at  a  fmall  table,  with 
pen,  ink,  and  paper,  queftioning  John  Finn,  and 
noting  down  his  anfwers.  We  before  could 
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not  avoid  remarking,  that  the  quedions  pat  to 
Finn,  and  his  anfwers  to  them,  were  obvioufly 
the  refalt  of  previous  converfations,  and  we  now 
fee  under  what  circumjiances  thefe  converfations  were 
held.  The  poor  terrified  wretch,  fearing  and 
expecting  to  fuffer  what  his  fellow-fervant  was 
then  fuffering,  confcious  alfo  of  his  own  guilt, 
it  was  not  to  be  wondered  at,  if,  to  fave  himfelf, 
he  had  been  induced  to  accufe  his  mailer  of 
murder,  or  of  any  other  crime  that  was  required 
of  him.  It  is  therefore  a  mod  convincing  proof 
of  Sir  Edward’s  complete  innocence,  that  no¬ 
thing  to  criminate  him  could,  even  under  fuch 
circumflances  of  terror,  be  drawn  from  Finn. 
The  lead,  indeed,  that  could  be  expelled,  after 
having  been  thus  fifted,  at  the  fear  of  his  life, 
for  fomething  that  would  operate  againd  his 
mader,  was,  that  he  wrould  deliver  that  part  of 
his  evidence  which  was  mod  favourable  to  him 
with  a  degree  of  caution  and  referve ;  while 
his  anfwers  to  queftions  prepared  with  a  defire 
of  convi61ing  him,  would  be  expreffed  in 
dronger  and  lefs  guarded  terms  than  were 
dri£tly  judifiable,  and  without  any  fuch  expla¬ 
nations  as  would  remove  the  ground  of  fufpi- 
cion ;  and  fuch,  from  infpe£tion,  will  appear  to 
be  the  charafter  of  Finn’s  evidence. 
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Patrick  Walfh  di {covered  more  firmnefs. 
May  we  not  from  hence  infer  a  reafon  why  he 
was  lefs  minutely  queftioned  on  feveral  points, 
by  which  it  was  attempted  to  draw  from  Finn, 
and  other  witneifes  on  the  part  of  the  profecu- 
tion,  fome  evidence  that  would  militate  again# 
the  prifoner?  Indeed  we  are  authorifed  to  de¬ 
clare,  that  the  evidence  really  given  by  Patrick 
Walfh  was  more  conclufive  in  Sir  Edward's 
favour  than  as  it  is  expreffed  in  the  above  Mi¬ 
nutes,  and  went  fo  far  as  to  difprove  that  part 
of  the  evidence  of  Gayner  and  Burroughs, 
which  related,  as  they  fuppofed,  to  Sir  Ed¬ 
ward's  addrelhng  the  mob. 

While  fuch,  then,  is  the  evidence  (and  no  bet¬ 
ter  could  be  found)  extorted  and  received  from 
Roman-Catholics  and  United-Irifhmen,  them-> 
felves  under  the  arm  of  the  law  for  open  en¬ 
gagement  in  rebellion ;  the  evidence  in  his  fa¬ 
vour  is  given  by  Proteflants  unconcerned  in  any 
rebellious  a£t,  and  is  pofitive,  unbiaffed,  and 
unimpeachable.  It  is  moreover  to  be  proved, 
that  hill  ftronger  teflimony  would  have  been 
produced  in  Sir  Edward’s  behalf,  could  the 
witneffes  have  obtained  admiflion  into  the  Court. 

George  Lucas,  accompanied  by  Robert 
Deane,  fteward  to  Lady  Crosbie,  voluntarily 
went  to  two  magiftrates  of  the  county  of  Car- 
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low,  in  order  to  make  the  following  declara¬ 
tion  upon  oath,  but  both  thefe  magiftrates  re- 
fufed  to  adminifter  the  oath  ;  of  which  decla¬ 
ration  the  copy  follows,  viz. 

“  County  of\  George  Lucas,  of  Browne’s-hill, 
Carlow ,  >  in  faid  county,  late  fhepherd  to  Sir 

to  wit .  )  Edward  Crosbie,  late  of  Browne’s- 

hill  aforefaid,  bart.  deceafed,  came  this  day  be¬ 
fore  me,  one  of  his  Majefty’s  juftices  of  the 
peace  for  the  faid  county,  and  made  oath  on 
the  holy  Evangelifts,  that  in  the  month  of  June 
laft  he  regularly  attended  the  gate  of  the  bar¬ 
racks  in  the  town  of  Carlow  for  three  days  ac¬ 
cording  to  orders,  in  order  to  give  fuch  evi¬ 
dence  as  would  be  demanded  of  him  upon  the 
trial  of  the  faid  Sir  Edward  Crosbie;  and  faith, 
that  during  fuch  time  he  was  not  called  on  but 
once,  and  that  he  was  then  refufed  admittance 
into  the  barrack-yard  by  the  centinel  on  guard 
at  the  barrack-gate. 

(Signed)  “  George  Lucas.” 

<f  Sworn  before  me  this  day  of  J une,  1 798.” 

The  above  affidavit  is  endorfed  as  follows: 

“  I  do  folemnly  declare,  that  the  within  af¬ 
fidavit  was  drawn  at  the  inftance  of  the  within 
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named  George  Lucas,  and  exactly  tallies  with 
what  he  told  me  viva  voce .  This  paper  was 
brought  to  me  by  Robert  Deane,  who  informed 
me,  that  George  Lucas  had  applied  to  two  dif¬ 
ferent  magiftrates,  who  both  refufed  to  take 
the  affidavit. 

“  Given  under  my  hand  at  Tullow, 
the  7th  day  of  July,  1799. 

(Signed)  <c  Robert  Robinson.” 


This,  however,  he  has  fince  been  enabled  to 
accompliffi  before  a  magiftrate,  as  appears  by 
the  following  affidavit,  viz. 


“County  of  the  \  George  Luc  as,  of  Browne’s- 
city  of  Dublin,  v  hill,  in  the  county  of  Carlow*, 
to  wit.  )  farmer,  late  fhepherd  of  Sir 
Edward  William  Crosbie,  of  View-Mount, 
in  the  faid  county,  maketh  oath,  that  from  the 
nature  of  this  the  deponent’s  employment,  he 
was  conftantly  about  the  houfe  and  demefne 
of  the  faid  Sir  Edward  William  Crosbie  at 
View-Mount  aforefaid,  and  from  thence,  and 
from  his  obfervations  of  the  condu£t  of  the 
faid  Sir  Edward  William  Crosbie,  both  before 
and  after  the  attack  of  the  rebels  on  the  town 
of  Carlow,  this  deponent  was  enabled  to  give 
very  material  evidence  in  favour  of  the  faid  Sir 
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Edward  William  Crosbie  upon  his  trial,  for 
which  purpofe  this  deponent  was  direfcied  to 
attend  at  the  place  of  trial  by  Lady  Crosbie, 
the  wife  of  the  faid  Sir  Edward  William  Cros¬ 
bie.  And  this  deponent  faith,  he  has  reafon 
to  believe',  that  if  the  faid  Sir  Edward  William 
Crosbie  had  left  his  houfe  at  View-Mount  on 
the  morning  of  the  day  of  the  attack  of  Car- 
low  by  the  rebels,  and  had  gone,  or  attempted 
to  go,  into  the  town  of  Carlow,  for  the  purpofe 
of  giving  any  information,  or  at  all ;  the  family 
and  property  of  the  faid  Sir  Edward  William 
would  have  been  deffroyed  by  the  rebels,  who 
were  in  full  force  about  the  faid  town  of  Car- 
low.  This  deponent  faith,  that  he  accordingly 
attended  on  the  2d  and  4th  days  of  June,  at  the 
barrack-gate  in  the  town  of  Carlow,  to  give  evi¬ 
dence  upon  the  faid  trial ;  and  faith,  that  on  the 
4th  day  of  June  this  deponent  was  called  upon 
to  go  into  the  Court,  and  give  evidence  for  the 
faid  Sir  Edward  William,  by  Robert  Kirwan, 
gaoler  of  Carlow,  w^ho  was  the  perfon  (as  this 
deponent  heard  and  believes)  inftrucled  by  faid 
Sir  Edward  William  to  call  for  his  witneiTes  ; 
and  this  deponent  thereupon  went  forward, 
^nd  attempted  to  go  into  the  barrack-yard  for 
the  purpofe  of  giving  his  evidence  before  the 
faid  Court  upon  the  trial  of  the  faid  Sir  Edward 
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William  Croflbie,  which  was  then  going  on. 
And  this  deponent  faith,  that  upon  his  at¬ 
tempting  to  go  forward  for  that  purpofe,  the 
centinel  then  on  guard  prefented  his  bayonet 
againft  this  deponent,  and  refufed  him  entrance, 
and  faid  deponent  fhould  not  go  in,  although 
he  was  informed,  upon  this  deponent  being  fo 
called,  that  he  attended  as  a  witnefs  upon  the 
faid  trial.  And  this  deponent  faith,  that  Mary 
HutchinJ'on ,  and  other  material  witneffes ,  who  at¬ 
tended  to  give  evidence  upon  the  faid  trial 
in  favour  of  the  faid  Sir  Edward  William  Cros- 
bie,  were  refufed  admittance  in  the  like  manner . 
And  this  deponent  faith,  that  he  is  and  always 
was  a  P rot  eft  ant  of  the  Church  of  Ireland,  as 
by  law  eftablifhed;  and  faith,  he  never  was 
concerned  in  the  faid  rebellion,  or  in  any  a£t  in 
favour  thereof,  and  was  always  a  true  and 
faithful  fubje£l  to  the  prefent  eftablifhed  go¬ 
vernment.  And  this  deponent  faith,  that  this 
affidavit  is  made  at  the  fpecial  inftance  and  re- 
queft  of  the  faid  Lady  Crofbie. 

\ 

“  Sworn  before  me  this  25th  day  of 
“  December,  1800. 

(Signed)  “  John  Carleton,” 

**  J-  C.”  fC  George  Lucas, 
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The  above  declaration  and  affidavit  of  George 
Lucas  are  fully  fufficient  to  eftabliffi  the  fa<51, 
that  the  Court  was  not  open  to  all ,  and  that 
Major-General  Sir  Charles  A fg ill  was  midaken, 
when,  in  his  letter  to  Lady  Croibie,  he  affierted 
that  it  was;  fince  it  was  not  even  open  to  wit - 
nejjes  in  favour  of  the  perfon  upon  trial. 

Bridget  Curran,  one  of  the  witnefifes  in  be¬ 
half  of  the  prifoner,  has  alfo  declared  to  Lady 
Crosbie,  that  the  difficulty  that  attended  her 
getting  into  Court  was  fo  great,  that  ffie  ex- 
pe£ted  to  have  been  run  through  the  body  by 
the  foldiers,  and  ffiould  never  have  got  in,  but 
for  a  gentleman  who  dragged  her  through 
them.  The  fame  witnefs  likewife  affured  her, 
that  Ihe  could  have  given  a  much  ftronger  evi¬ 
dence  in  favour  of  Sir  Edward,  had  ffie  been  al¬ 
lowed  to  fpeak,  but  that  Major  Denis  defired 
her  to  hold  her  tongue ,  and  to  leave  the  Court* 
as  ffie  was  not  wanted.* 

It  may  be  feen  alfo  from  a  letter  inferted  in 
the  Appendix, t  that  a  neighbouring  gentleman 
of  the  moft  refpeftable  chara&er  and  profeffion, 
an  early,  molt  intimate,  and  confidential  friend 
of  Sir  Edward  Crosbie,  thoroughly  acquainted 
with  his  chara&er  and  political  principles,  in 
vain  endeavoured  to  get  admiffion  to  him,  ex- 

*  See  Appendix,  No.  6.  t  /See  No.  4. 
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cept  on  the  firft  day  of  his  confinement ;  and  in 
confequence  of  this  prevention,  together  with 
the  unexpected  fuddennefs  of  the  trial,  this 
gentleman  was  precluded  from  giving  that  evi¬ 
dence  in  Sir  Edward’s  favour,  which  honour 
and  the  love  of  truth,  what  he  owed  to  juftice 
as  well  as  to  friendfhip,  required  at  his  hand. 
From  the  fame  letter  it  will  likewife  appear, 
from  the  teftimony  of  another  gentleman,  that 
the  reception  he  met  with  was  very  abufive, 
that  he  was  turned  out  of  the  barracks  with  in¬ 
dignity  ;  by  which  means  other  gentlemen  were 
aifo  deterred  from  fruitlefs  and  dangerous  ef¬ 
forts,  to  vifit  Sir  Edward  in  his  confinement,  and 
toprofferhim  theirfriendlycounfel  and  affiftance. 

By  fuch  unwarrantable  meafures  was  Sir  Ed¬ 
ward  deprived  of  the  counfel  of  his  friends,  and 
of  the  benefit  of  evidence  that  muft  have  ope¬ 
rated  to  his  advantage.  It  remains  now  that 
we  refer  the  reader  to  the  teftimonies  of  fome 
gentlemen  of  undoubted  veracity,  as  certified 
by  their  own  fignatures  in  letters,  of  which  co¬ 
pies  are  inferted  in  the  Appendix  whofe  af- 
feverations,  we  are  perfuaded,  will  afford  the 
reader  a  perfeCf  infight  into  the  purity  and  in¬ 
tegrity  of  Sir  Edward  Crosbie’s  general  cha- 

*  See  in  particular  Nos.  z  and  4,  of  the  Appendix. 
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rafter,  and  the  fentiments  by  which  the  whole 
conduft  of  his  life  were  uniformly  direfted. 

Should  it  however  appear,  that  there  is  any 
thing  in  the  evidence  that  has  not  been  fully 
explained  to  the  fatisfaftion  of  the  reader,  we 
mutt  requefthis  perufal  of  the  letter  of  Sir  Ed¬ 
ward  Crosbie  himfelf,  fubjoined  in  the  Appen¬ 
dix;  which  having  committed  to  paper  during 
the  moft  awful  moments  of  his  terrettrial  exist¬ 
ence,  furnifhes  fuch  a  clear  and  unequivocal 
explanation  of  the  feveral  occurrences  prece¬ 
ding  and  immediately  fubfequent  to  the  battle 
of  Carlow,  as  mud  effeftually  remove  every  re¬ 
maining  Shadow  of  doubt  on  this  fubjeft.* 

Onthefuppofition,then,  that  the  talk  we  have 
undertaken  has  been  accomplished,  if  it  has 
been  proved  to  the  conviftion  of  an  impartial 
public,  not  only  that  Sir  Edward  William  Cros^- 
bie  was  not  legally  convicted,  but  that  his  con¬ 
duct  was  perfectly  free  from  every  jult  imputa¬ 
tion  of  guilt,  and  uniformly  guided  by  princi¬ 
ples  of  the  purefc  benevolence  and  the  Stricteft 
honour  and  integrity  ;  if  iniquitous  meafures 
that  were  adopted  to  affect  his  ruin  have  in 
fome  instances  been  pointed  out,  and  the  fu¬ 
tility,  not  to  fay  the  total  infufficiency ,  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  on  which  his  unjuft  fentence  was  ground- 

*  See  Appendix,  No.  i. 
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ed,  has  been  properly  expofed,  we  fhall  be 
credited,  we  truft,  when  we  aflure  our  readers 
that  we  are  pofleffed  of  many  additional  proofs 
of  the  means  by  which  his  deftruction  was 
planned  and  accomplifhed,  which  we  are  not 
at  liberty  to  lay  before  the  public,  nor  even  to 
mention  the  authority  from  whence  we  have 
received  the  information  ;  for,  unhappily,  terror 
Hill  continues  to  operate  even  on  th tbefl  of  minds. 

In  addition,  therefore,  to  the  circ  jmftances 
brought  forward  in  the  preceding  pages,  we 
ihall  mention  only  the  following  particulars. 

At  the  very  time  that  Sir  Edward  is  charged 
with  aiding  and  abetting  thofe  concerned  in  the 
rebellion,  his  own  property  was  the  object  of 
the  rebels’  fury,  who  burnt  his  houfe  near 
Hacketftown,  and  laid  wafte  his  lands  ;  he  him- 
felf,  his  wife,  and  family,  being  alfo  marked 
down  amongft  thofe  who  were  to  have  been 
murdered,  had  the  rebels  fucceeded  ;  at  the 
fame  time  it  mull  be  remarked,  that  in  none  of 

^  V 

the  various  trials  of  the  rebels  that  were  pub- 
lifhed  with  the  confent  of  government,  (while  a 
copy  of  Sir  Edward  Croibie’s  has  fo  fteadily 
been  withheld)  or  that  have  been  publilhed 
without  their  concurrence ;  in  none  of  the  va¬ 
rious  difcoveries  and  confeffions  made  before 
the  Secret  Committee,  and  reported  by  them  tc^ 
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Parliament ;  indeed,  on  no  occafion  whatfoevet 
relating  to  the  rebellion,  has  the  name  of  Sir 
Edward  Crosbie  once  been  mentioned,  or  in 
the  moft  diftant  manner  alluded  to.  Nor  mull 
it  pafs  unnoticed,  that  Sir  Edward  was  not  in- 
eluded  amongft.  thofe  that  were  attainted  in 
Parliament.  It  has  alfo  been  already  obferved, 
that  upon  the  unexpe&ed  apprehenfion  of  Sir 
Edward  Crosbie  at  View-Mount,  all  his  papers 
were  feized  and  clofely  examined ;  yet  not  a 
fingle  article  was  found  to  criminate  him,  or 
ever  produced  againfl:  him.  A  variety  of  in¬ 
jurious  reports  have,  indeed,  been  moll  induf- 
trioufly  circulated;  but  they  have  either  been  fo 

•  incredible  and  incoherent  in  themfelves,  or, 
upon  the  ftri£left  enquiry,  have  been  found  fo 
perfectly  devoid  of  foundation ,  that  after  the  in¬ 
controvertible  teftimonies  already  adduced  in 
fupport  of  Sir  Edward’s  innocence,  it  would  be 
to  wafte  the  reader’s  time  to  enter  on  a  parti¬ 
cular  recital  and  confutation  of  them.* 

*  , 

*  Amongft  the  numerous  reports  of  this  nature  we  cannot 
forbear  to  notice  the  following That  Sir  Edward Crofbie,  during 
the  interval  between  his  trial  and  execution,  wrote  a  letter  to  Sir 
Charles  Afgill,  in  which  he  acknowledged  the  juftice  of  the  fen- 
tence,  and  only  requefted  that  the  mode  of  execution  might  be 
varied.  We  have  been  aftured  that  fome  perfons  of  character 
have  been  Ihewn  the  letter,  which  was  faid  to  have  been  written 
fcy  Sir  Edward.  The  family  could  not  for  a  moment  giye  credit 
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By  way  of  conclufion,  therefore,  we  fhall  now* 
fum  up  in  one  view  the  feveral  particulars, 
which  we  conficler  to  have  been  clearly  fub- 
ftantiated  in  the  preceding  pages,  relative  to 
the  harfli  and  injurious  treatment  Sir  Edward 
Crosbie  experienced  with  regard  to  his  trial 
and  the  execution  of  the  dreadful  fentence 
confequent  upon  it,  from  which  the  impartial 
reader  will  have  feen — 

That  Sir  Edward  William  Crosbie  was  brought 
to  his  trial,  without  being  previoufly  informed 
of  the  charges  that  were  laid  againft  him. 

That  many  of  his  friends  who  might  have 
been  ufeful  to  him  in  preparing  for  his  defence, 
were  not  admitted  to  him. 

That  in  confequence  of  this  circumftance, 
and  the  unexpe£led  precipitancy  of  his  trial, 
contrary  to  the  exprefs  engagement  of  the 
commanding  officer  Colonel  Mahon,  Sir  Ed¬ 
ward  was  deftitute  of  proper  counfel. 

\ 

to  the  report,  but  wifhed  to  have  it  in  their  power  to  confute  it. 
Accordingly  the  Rev.  Mr.  Douglas,  nephew  to  Sir  Edward 
Crolbie,  and  Counfellor  Powell,  waited  on  Sir  Charles  Afgill, 
who  allured  them  that  he  had  never  received  a  letter  of  any  kind 
from  Sir  Edward  Crolbie.  This  fable  we  have  endeavoured  to 
trace  out,  and  have  very  good  grounds  for  afferting,  that  it  ori¬ 
ginated  with  one  of  the  members  of  the  Court-Martial.  How 
defperate  the  caufe  mull  be,  which  has  recourfe  to  fuch  falfe- 
hoods,  the  reader  will  judge! 
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That  the  Court-Martial  which  tried  him,  was 
illegally  conftituted  ;  no  Judge- Advocate,  or  a 
competent  deputy,  being  prefent  at  it. 

That  the  witneffes  produced  and  admitted 
againft  Sir  Edward  were  of  the  mod  obje£fion- 
able  chara&er  ;  and  that  none  but  of  this  de- 
fcription  could  be  found  or  did  appear. 

That  the  means  that  were  ufed  to  extort  evi-  y 
dence  againft  the  prifoner,  were  fuch  as  ren¬ 
dered  the  evidence  itfelf  perfectly  inadmiftible. 

That  unimpeachable  witneffes  in  Sir  Ed¬ 
ward’s  favour  were  not  permitted  to  enter  the 
Court. 

That  neither  of  the  charges  on  which  the  pri¬ 
foner  was  tried  were  proved  againft  him ;  and 
that  there  appeared  not  the  fmalleft  grounds 

by  which  to  juftify  the  fentence  that  was  pro- 

\ 

nounced. 

That  the  execution  of  the  fentence  was  pre¬ 
cipitate,  at  an  unufual  hour,  and  attended  with 
atrocious  circumftances,  not  warranted  by  the 
fentence,  and  refle£ling  the  greateft  difgrace 
on  the  parties  concerned  in  them ;  and  finally. 

That,  in  defiance  of  an  A6f  of  Parliament, 
a  copy  of  the  Proceedings  has  been  withheld 
from  the  widow  and  family. 
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No.  1. 

f  •  J 

Co/iy  of  a  Letter  from  Sir  Edward  William 
Croseie,  Bart,  to  the  Hon.  Mr.  Justice 
Downes,  dated 

“  Carlow  Prifon ,  June  5th,  179 8, 

“  My  Dear  Judge  Downes, 

TN  the  confidence  of  former  friendfhip,  which, 
notwithftanding  my  prefent  unhappy  fltua- 
tion,  and  the  death  I  am  doomed  to  fufler,  I 
ftill  entertain  the  hope  1  have  not  forfeited;  I 
fliall  take  the  liberty  of  addrefling  a  few  lines  to 
you,  (in  juftice  to  my  own  character,  and  in  the 
expectation  that  you  will  extend  your  protec¬ 
tion  to  my  infant  fon,  and  your  god-fon,  Wil¬ 
liam)  to  explain  to  you  the  circumftances  by 
which  I  am  brought  to  a  premature  deaths 
and  I  fliall  begin  by  making  the  following  de¬ 
claration,  which  I  fliall  atteft  at  my  laft  moment. 

G 
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“  I  mod  folemnly  declare,  in  the  prefence  of 
Almighty  God,  that  I  am  not,  nor  ever  have 
been,  a  Member  of  the  Society  of  United- 
Iriffimen  ;  that  I  knew  not  their  plans,  (except¬ 
ing  from  the  report  of  the  Secret  Committee 
of  the  Houfe  of  Commons)  never  was  prefent 
at,  nor  knew  of,  their  meetings;  knew  not 
their  captains,  lieutenants,  or  other  officers,  or 
committee-men  in  this  county,  before  Thurs¬ 
day  May  the  24th,  1798,  and  then  only  one 
committee-man,  (Thomas  Myler)  by  his  own 
confeffion;  or  any  other  officer  or  committee¬ 
man  in  any  other  county,  except  by  report, 
and  then  only  after  they  had  been  committed 
to  prifon.  Lord  Edward  Fitzgerald  has  long 
been  known  to  be  a  leader:  but  I  never  had 
any  communication  with  him  by  letter,  nor 
ever  faw  him,  except  driving  through  the 
ftreets  of  Dublin  in  a  phaeton  or  curricle, 
nor  ever  had  the  lead  communication  with 
him  by  letter  or  otherwife. 

“  Edward  William  Crosbie.” 

cc  But  I  confefs,  that,  Sometime  in  the  beginning 
of  this  year,  I  was  Solicited  for  relief  for  the 
prifoners  in  this  gaol,  who  were  numerous, 
and  reprefented  in  a  very  didreffed  Situation; 
and  many  of  whom,  I  thought,  were  taken  up 
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only  on  fufpicion ;  and  though  I  did  not  give 
money,  I  confented  that  fix  guineas  fliould  be 
given  for  me,  and  charged  to  my  account  for 
barley  fold  to  Mr.  William  Mac  Donald.  And 
as  I  had  feen  money  given  for  the  relief  of 
French  prifonersat  Liverpool  in  the  year  1778, 
as  well  as  I  can  recollect,  I  did  not,  I  declare, 
think  there  was  any  moral  turpitude  in  the 
a£l,  or  that  it  was  a  crime  againft  the  ftate. 

"  I  fhall  now  mention  another  circumftance 
which  has  given  me  the  utmoft  concern,  and 
filled  me  with  the  deepeft  regret,  and  I  (hall 
mention  it  exaftly  as  it  happened. 

“  Anxious  to  receive  a  letter  from  Mrs.  Dou¬ 
glas*  to  inform  me  of  her  fon  Archy’s  fitua- 
tion,  who,  I  underftood,  was  in  a  very  dangerous 
ftate  of  health;  John  Taaffe,  my  poftillion, 
was  ordered  to  go  early  to  the  poft,  and  defi- 
red  to  return  without  delay  with  the  letter, 
but  did  not  come  back  till  about  one  o’clock, 
and  then  faid,  “  The  mail  had  not  arrived 
tc  when  he  left  Carlow/'  He  brought,  however, 
the  Dublin-Evening  Poft  of  Tuefday  the  22d, 
which  I  fent  for,  and  having  read,  I  (haved 
and  drefled  myfelf,  intending  to  go  to  the 

*  Sifter  to  Sir  Edward.  Her  only  fon  had,  two  days  before, 
fuffered  the  amputation  of  a  limb. 
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town,  and  wait  the  arrival  of  the  mail.  It 
was,  I  think,  then  about  three  o’clock;  and 
when  I  was  going  to  mount  my  mare,  John 
Finn,  my  butler,  faid,  “  You  muft  not  go  to 
“  Carlow,  Sir.”  Thefe  words  and  the  manner 
ftruck  me,  and  I  returned  into  the  houfe. — 
Soon  after  I  faw  John  Finn  and  Thomas  My- 
ler,  my  tie  ward,  in  the  pantry  in  converfation, 
and  feemingly  much  animated.  They  both 
informed  me,  but  principally  Myler,  that  an  in- 
furre£lion  had  taken  place  in  Dublin;  that  the 
prifons  had  been  forced,  Lord  Edw.  Fitzgerald 
and  the  other  prifoners  freed ;  that  we  fhould 
immediately  have  Peace;  that  the  rebels  had 
flopped  the  mail-coach,  murdered  the  coachman 
and  guard;  proceeded  from  thence  to  Naas, 
forced  the  gaol  there,  and  enlarged  all  the 
prifoners;  from  thence  to  Caflle-Dermott;  put 
to  death  mod  of  the  officers  and  foldiers,  and 
every  perfon  that  attempted  the  lead  oppofi- 
tion;  that  they  had  taken  Baltinglafs  and  Tul- 
low,  and  were  dill  on  their  march,  intending 
to  attack  Carlow ;  that  two  hundred  expreffes 
had  been  fent  from  Dublin  to  different  parts  of 
the  kingdom  to  excite  a  general  infurre£lion. 
Shocked  and  confounded  at  this  recital,  I  now 
began  fully  to  comprehend  the  meaning  of 
John  Finn’s  expreffion,  “  You  muft  not  go  to 
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“  Carlow ,  S/r;”  and  faw  they  imagined  I  intended 
giving  information  to  be  guarded  againft  them, 
and  perceived  that  the  only  fecurity  to  myfelf 
and  family  lay  in  not  exciting  their  fufpicion. 
Soon  after  I  walked  towards  my  potatoe-field, 
which  was  entirely  deferted,  and  having  ob- 
ferved  it  to  Myler,  who,  with  John  Finn  and 
all  my  labourers  had  now  with  triumph 
declared  themfelves  United-Irifhmen,  he  faid, 
“  He  knew  early  in  the  morning,  the  exprefs 
“  had  arrived;  that  the  people  had  been  fent 
“  to  all  parts  of  the  country  to  give  notice,  and 
“  that  an  attack  would  be  made  on  Carlow 
“  that  night.”  I  then  endeavoured  to  dilfuade 
him  from  this  purpofe,  by  remondrating  with 
him  on  the  terrible  daughter  that  would  enfue; 
when  he  with  warmth  made  anfwer,  “  What 
<c  would  you  have  the  people  do,  Sir  ?  Would 
u  you  have  them  lie  down  and  die?  Is  it  not  bet- 
“  ter  they  fhould  fall  with  arms  in  their  hands,  * 
“  than  periih  in  the  ditches  next  winter  for  want 
“  of  food  and  fhelter?”  I  anfwered,  that  was  cer¬ 
tainly  a  better  excufe  for  rifing,  than  the  one 
generally  imputed  to  them,  which  was  plunder. 
tc  But,  Sir,”  faid  he,  “  there  will  be  very  little 
“  daughter.  Many  of  the  military  and  yeoman- 
«  ry  will  join  the  people,  and  the  town  will  be 
taken  with  little  blooddied.”  I  now  found 

N  * 
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myfelf  and  family  completely  at  the  mercy  of 
thofe  around  me,  and  determined  to  remain  as 
quiet  as  poffible.  I  then  returned  to  dinner; 
and  nearly  as  I  can  judge,  about  nine  o'clock 
I  walked  a  few  yards  from  my  drawing-room 
window,  and  on  my  return  to  the  houfe  met 
John  Finn,  who  faid,  “  Sir,  I  have  heard  you 
<c  fay  you  never  faw  a  pike\  come  with  me,  and 
“  I  will  fliew  you  one.”  On  which  I  followed 
him  into  the  garden,  and  he  conduced  me 
into  the  garden-houfe,  where,  inftead  of  a  pike, 
which  I  folemnly  declare  I  only  expe&ed  to  fee, 
I  faw  feven  perfons  preparing  pikes;  all  of  whom 
have  been  fince  taken,  except  one  perfon,  who 
has  fled,  and  one,  who,  I  heard,  was  killed; 
but  I  was  told,  there  were  great  numbers  be¬ 
hind  the  wall  towards  Hughes’s  ground.  I  now 
faw,  that  I  was  completely  implicated;  and  I 
faw,  that  if  the  attack  did  not  fucceed,  I  might 
next  day  be  facriticed  to  their  fafety.  I  was 
then  in  a  very  dangerous  fituation.  I  had,  the 
Monday  before,  fent  all  my  arms  to  Mr.  Euf- 
tace  the  (heriff,*  and  had  only  a  poker,  or  fuch 
like  inftrument,  to  defend  myfelf  and  family. 
The  people  I  faw  in  a  date  little  fhort  of  mad- 
nefs,  and  the  lead  fufpicion  of  the  want  of 
good-will  towards  them  might  have  been  the 

*  See  Appendix,  No.  5. 
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definition  of  myfelf  and  family;  and  therefore, 
I  acknowledge  I  did  not  attempt  to  make  the 
lead  oppofition,  but  let  them  do  juft  as  they 
pleafed.  In  this  particular  I  may  have  judged 
and  ated  wrong,  and  it  may  be  expeted  that 
I  fhould  have  made  an  effort  to  reftrain  them* 
but  I  am  now  certain,  that  the  leaft  attempt 
would  have  been  immediate  deftruftion  to  my¬ 
felf  and  all  my  family.  After  flaying  in  the 
garden-houfe  a  very  few  minutes,  I  returned  to 
the  parlour,  and  faw  neither  man  nor  pike  af¬ 
ter,  but  John  Finn,  who  came  up  with  a  jug  of 
water  and  a  tumbler  about  eleven  o’clock.  I 
was  then  playing  at  cards  with  my  wife;  and 
went  to  bed  about  twelve.  A  little  after  two, 
I  was  waked  by  my  wife,  who  faid,  there  was 
a  knocking  at  the  gate;  I  lay  awake  fome 
time,  when  the  fame  knocking  was  heard, 
which  flie  made  me  take  notice  of.  I  then 
got  out  of  bed,  and  faw  firing  towards  Carlow, 
and  told  her  it  was  attacked.  In  fome  time 
after,  I  got  out  of  bed,  and  faw  houfes  on  fire. 
This  Thurfday,  I  folemnly  declare,  was  the 
firft  time  I  knew  my  fervants  and  labourers 
were  United-Men,  though  I  fufpe£led  them 
all.  The  next  day  I  was  in  the  utmoll  agony 
of  mind  from  the  reflexion,  that  I  had  not 
ufed  my  utmoft  powers  to  prevent  the  people 


/ 


[  88  ] 

I  favv  in  my  garden-houfe  from  going  out; 
though  I  am  now  certain,  from  what  appeared 
in  evidence  on  my  trial  yefterday,  that  imme¬ 
diate  death  would  have  been  the  confequence. 
Put  I  endeavoured  to  make  the  only  atone¬ 
ment  then  in  my  power,  by  calling  together 
my  fervants  and  labourers,  and  making  ufe  of 
thefe  words,  “  You  fee  you  have  joined  a  fo- 
“  ciety,  that  is  unable  to  protedt  you.  Take 
i(  my  advice.  Renounce  this  fociety,  and  give 
“  up  your  pikes  to  your  prieft.  Go  to  Mr, 
“  Browne;  tell  him  you  have  done  fo,  and  take 
?c  the  oaths  of  allegiance.”  They  promifed  me 
they  would:  but  Myler,  after  fome  time,  an- 
fwered,  c  that  he  would  on  Sunday  fee  the 
‘  prieft,  and  confult  with  him.’  John  Finn, 
fearing  he  was  fufpe£Ied,  fled  the  next  day 
after  the  attack;  but  after  I  was  in  confine¬ 
ment,  thinking  his  evidence  of  material  fervice, 
I  fent  for  him,  and  he  furrendered  himfelf  to 
Mr.  Browne,  and  appeared  againft  me,  and 
afterwards  for  me;  and,  I  fear,  will  fuffer; 
which  wounds  me  much,  as  his  life  might  have 
been  fpared,  if  I  had  not  fent  for  him.  I 
omitted  to  call  on  Mr.  Mac  Donald  to  prove 
the  purpofe  for  which  I  confented  to  his  giv¬ 
ing  fix  guineas  for  me.  Indeed,  from  want 
ol  recolleftion  at  the  moment*  I  did  not  think 
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of  him,  though  he  was  in  the  gaol :  and  I 
have  fince  heard,  that  not  having  difproved 
this  is  the  circumftance  that  has  made  mofl 
againft  me  in  the  opinion  of  the  Court.  I  am 
pretty  certain  I  fhall  not  live  twenty-four 
hours,  and  write  this  for  your  information, 
and  to  refcue  my  chara&er  from  injury.  I  am 
fure  you  will  believe  me  at  my  laft  moments, 
when  I  folemnly  declare,  I  fall  a  facrifice  to 
the  machinations  of  my  own  fervants,  and, 
as  they  imagined,  to  their  own  fecurity.  Adieu, 
my  dear  Judge  Downes!  Continue  your 
friendlhip  to  my  helplefs  boy,  which,  if  I  could 
be  certain  of,  I  fhould  die  in  peace !  But  I 
cannot  give  up  the  hope  that  you  will  ufe 
your  utmoft  efforts  to  have  my  penfion  and 
property  reflored  to  my  family,  who,  how¬ 
ever  improperly  or  imprudently  I  may  have 
a£ied  in  an  unguarded  and  dangerous  moment, 

are  innocent  of  my  a&s. 

Believe  me,  my  dear  Judge  Downes,  with 

the  greateft  efteem  and  refpecd, 

“  Your  affeSionate 

«  And  truly  fincere  friend, 

(Signed)  “  Edward  Wm.  Crosbie.” 


I 
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No.  2. 

)  \ 

Cofty  of  aLetter  from  George  Powell,  Esq; 
counfellor  at  law ,  to  John  Lewis  Boissier, 
Esq;  dated 

“  Sir,  Dublin,  July  6,  1798. 

u  T  Lament  very  much  that  it  is  not  in  my 
power  to  fend  you  the  documents  you 
require  relative  to  the  trial  of  my  dear  unfor¬ 
tunate  friend,  Sir  Edward  Crofbie;  it  never 
has  been  publifhed ;  nor  have  I  been  able  to 
procure  a  copy  of  the  Proceedings,  or  even  of 
the  charges  on  which  he  was  tried.  Lord 
Glandore  has  written  to  the  officer  command¬ 
ing  in  the  diftrift  of  Carlow  to  get  the  Mi¬ 
nutes  of  the  Court-Martial  tranfmitted  to  him, 
but  they  have  not  yet  been  fent;  when  they 
arrive,  I  fhall,  if  poffible,  fend  you  a  copy. — « 
In  the  mean  time,  I  can  affure  you  in  the  moll 
folemn  manner,  that  the  reports  you  mention 
to  have  been  circulated  at  Bath,  are  totally 
void  of  foundation  in  truth*  No  French  uni- 
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form,  nor  any  other  belonging  to  any  rebellious 
or  difaffe£ted  fociety,  was,  or  could  be,  found 
in  his  houfe.  His  papers  were  fecured,  and 
fearched  by  the  officers  by  whom  he  was  taken, 
at  the  inftant;  an  event  which  happened  fo 
unexpe£ledly,  that  no  concealment,  if  wiftied 
for,  could  have  been  efife&ed;  yet  not  one 
paper  was  found  which  could  bring  on  his 
charafter  or  condu£t  the  flighted  reflexion. 
Judge,  then,  if  fuch  conclufive  evidence  as 
muft  have  arifen  from  the  difcovery  of  a  com- 
miffion  of  general,  or  governor  of  a  province, 
had  been  difcovered,  how  impoflible  it  would 
have  been  to  conceal  it;  and  how  unneceflary 
to  have  recourfe  to  the  teftimony  of  a  wretched 
terrified  fervant,  whofe  only  chance  of  pardon 
was  the  convi6tion  of  his  matter,  and  who, 
being  an  avowed  United-Irifhman,  muft,  in 
giving  his  evidence,  have  been  guilty  of  perjury, 
one  of  the  fundamental  oaths  of  that  fociety 
being,  not  to  impeach  a  brother.  No,  Sir; 
be  aflured  it  is  a  faff,  and  one  that  I  have  the 
happinefs  to  find  is  univerfally  believed  here, 
that  he  was  as  ignorant  of  the  intentions  of 
the  rebels  until  after  three  o’clock  on  the  24th 
of  May,  (on  the  night  of  which  day  the  attack 
was  made  at  Carlow)  as  any  other  man  in  the 
community ;  and  that  from  the  moment  the 
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infernal  plot  was  difcovered  to  him  by  his 
butler  and  fteward,  he  was  kept  under  fuch 
reftraint  by  them,  that  even  an  attempt  to  dis¬ 
cover  would  have  coft  him  his  life,  and  been 
fatal  to  Lady  Crofbie  and  the  children.  The 
trial  was  over  before  I  got  to  Carlow,  although 
i  travelled  all  night.  When  I  arrived  there, 
I  found  it  impoftible  to  expe6t  a  moment’s  de¬ 
lay  of  execution ;  and  had  only  the  melan¬ 
choly  confolation  of  feeing  him,  and  having  an 
hour’s  converfation,  before  the  fatal  event 
took  place.  In  that  time  he  read  me  the  let¬ 
ter  he  had  written  to  Judge  Downes,  of  which 
you  have  had  a  copy ;  and  afterwards  he  fent 
x  me  that  letter,  and  a  copy  of  it  in  his  own 
hand-writing,  by  the  Rev.  Dr.  Hubbart,  who 
was  with  him  at  his  laft  moments.  So  intent 
were  they  on  difpatch,  that  at  nihe  o’clock 
at  night,  on  the  arrival  of  the  approbation  of 
Sir  Charles  Afgill  of  the  fentence  of  the  Court- 
Martial,  he  was  led  out  to  execution.  His 
firmnefs  never  deferted  him  for  a  moment. — 
On  the  parade  he  read  his  declaration  in  the 
moll  manly  and  impreflive  manner.  Oh! 
Sir,  to  have  feen  him  die,  would  have  been 
fufficient  to  have  convinced  any  perfon  that 
he  had  lived  a  man  of  honour.  Left  the  fight 
of  me  might  have  difcompofed  him,  I  coil- 
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cealed  niyfelf  from  his  view ;  but,  I  am  now 
perfuaded,  nothing  could  have  fliaken  his 
firmnefs. 

.  _■  \ 

“  I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Sir, 

'•  ■  •  » 

“  Your  very  faithful 

<c  And  obedient  fervant, 
(Signed)  “George  Powell.” 


No.  3. 

Copy  of  a  Letter  from  Mr.  Justice  Downes 

to  the  fame ,  dated 

“  Sir,  Dublin ,  July  7,  1 798. 

*  , 

t{  T  Have  waited  fince  I  had  the  honour  of 
your  letter,  (now  four  or  five  days)  in 
hopes  of  being  able  to  furnifli  you  with  fome 
authentic  information  as  to  what  pafled  at  the 
trial  of  our  unfortunate  friend.  I  have  not  as 
yet  been  able  to  procure  any  ftatement  that 
can  be  depended  upon,  though,  from  the 
moment  of  the  trial,  I  have  been  very  anxious 
to  obtain  an  accurate  account  of  it;  2nd  I  do 
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not  think  it  right  to  trouble  you  with  fuch  re¬ 
ports  as  have  circulated  here,  as  I  know 
nothing  of  their  authenticity,  and  they  are 
far  from  being  favourable.  Indeed  the  melan¬ 
choly  lituation  of  the  country  has  fo  much 
heated  the  minds  of  moft  people,  fo  many  of 
them  have  cruelly  filtered  in  their  property, 
and  by  the  diftrefs  or  death  of  friends  and  re¬ 
lations,  that  a  ready  ear  is  lent  to  reports  which 
tend  to  criminate.  As  to  Sir  Edward,  I  can¬ 
not  fay  I  have  any  information,  fave  his  own 
letter,  (of  which  you  have  a  copy)  and  the 
unauthenticated  rumours.  I  have,  however, 
received  hopes,  that  I  may  fpeedily  be  fur- 
nifhed  with  an  authentic  copy  of  the  evidence 
and  proceedings  of  the  Court-Martial,  which, 
as  foon  as  I  receive,  I  fhall  take  care  to  tranf- 
mit  to  you.  But,  as  I  may  be  difappointed  in 
that  expectation,  I  cannot  longer  poftpone  ac¬ 
knowledging  the  receipt  of  your  letter,  and 
afluring  you,  that  I  am.  Sir, 

“  Your  moft  faithful, 

“  And  obedient  fervant, 

(Signed)  “  William  Downes/’ 
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Ext  raft  of  a  Letter  from  the  Rev.  Robert 
Robinson  to  Mrs.  Boissier,  dated 


Tullow ,  Jan.  30,  1799. 


OUR  Letter  found  me  in  a  large  and 


gay  company,  and  the  revulfion  it  oc- 
cafioned  had  fuch  an  effe£t  on  me,  as  I  fhall 
not  attempt  to  defcribe,  but  which  no  friend 
of  Sir  Edward  Crofbie  need  be  afhamed  to 
avow  5  and  that  I  was  fuch,  is  my  boaft  and 
my  pride,  notwithftanding  the  raih  and  fatal 
fentence  which  deprived  him  of  life.  No 
difference  of  opinion  could  ever  loofen  the 
bonds  of  amity  between  him  and  me,  or  cool 
our  affection;  and  as  to  party  fpirit,  although 
I  profefs  myfelf  as  loyal  a  fubje£t  as  any  in  his 
Majefty’s  dominions,  and  fincerely  abhor  the 
rebellion  which  has  of  late  diftrafted  this  un¬ 
happy  country,  yet  I  fliould  be  forry  to  confider 
myfelf  as  a  partisan.  1  knew  Sir  Edward’s 
political  fentiments  well,  and  do  folemnly  de¬ 
clare,  that  he  never,  to  my  recollection,  uttered 
a  word  of  treafonable  tendency ;  and  with  me 
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he  was  ever  unreferved.  Would  to  Got),  he 
had  been  lefs  fo  to  others!  I  will  tell  you  the 
two  grand  points,  on  which  he  was  mofl  warm. 
One  was,  that  he  thought  this  kingdom  go¬ 
verned  by  Great-Britain  rather  as  a  colon}' 
than  as  a  federal  date,  The  other  was,  that 
his  noble  heart  fpurned  at  the  hauteur  and  op- 
preffion  of  the  great  and  rich  towards  the 
poor  and  lowly.  On  thefe  topics  he  always 
exprefled  himfelfwith  ardour,  and  often  in  the 
prefence  of  thofe  who  felt  themfelves  galled  % 
and  this  attached  to  him  the  chara&er  of  difaf- 
fe&ed  and  republican.  But  I  will  give  you  a 
ftrong  proof  that  he  was  not  fo :  The  morn¬ 
ing  that  he  fought  young  Bmton,  (of  which  no 
doubt  you  heard)  I  was  faying  to  him  that  I 
much  feared  the  duel*  would  be  imputed  to 
politics,  as  I  knew  he  had  the  name  of  being 
a  republican.  His  reply  was,  cc  If  fuch  be 
“  the  character  they  give  me,  it  is  mod  unde- 
“  ferved ;  and  I  call  on  you  as  my  friend,  if  I 

*  The  duel  here  alluded  to  took  place  about  two  months 
before  the  infurre<dion  at  Carlow.  It  was  entirely  unprovoked 
on  the  part  of  Sir  Edward  Crofbie ;  and  would  by  him  have 
been  avoided,  could  it  have  been  done  confidently  with  that 
character  of  honour  and  courage,  which  every  gentleman  is  anx¬ 
ious  to  preferve,  and  which,  his  fevered  enemies  mud  acknow¬ 
ledge,  peculiarly  belonged  to  him.  It  had  its  foie  origin  in  the 
unfufpe&edi  .W.  of  his  antagonid,  which  immediately  after¬ 
wards  became  too  apparent  to  be  doubted,  and  terminated  fatally. 


e 
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tc  fall,  to  clear  my  memory  from  fo  ungrounded 
“  a  charge,  as  I  am  a  Heady  friend  to  the  condi- 
“  tution  of  King,  Lords,  and  Commons,  with 
“  a  parliamentary  reform,  driking  off*  the  rot- 
“  ten  boroughs. ”  Thefe  fentiments  uttered,  on 
fuch  an  occafion,  by  a  man  whom,  in  a  long 
courfe  of  moft  intimate  acquaintance,  I  never 
knew  guilty  of  the  minuted  falfehood,  muff  be 
admitted  as  the  genuine  effufions  of  his  heart; 
and  that  he  did  fo  exprefs  himfelf  to  me,  I  de¬ 
clare  on  the  word  of  a  Chriffian  clergyman. 
Was  he  then  a  republican  ?  No.  His  own  de¬ 
claration  a  little  before  he  fuffered,  and  which 
I  read  in  his  own  hand-writing,  clears  him  from 
the  imputation  of  being  a  member  of  any  trea- 
fonable  fociety.  Another  circumftance  1  mud 
mention,  that  the  evening  of  the  day  after  the 
fatal  event  I  did,  at  the  requed  of  poor  Lady 
Crofbie,  examine  his  papers;  and  I  call  God 
to  witnefs,  that  I  could  not  difcover  in  them 
the  flighted  trace  of  treafon  or  difaffeGion.  His 
own  words  to  me,  when  I  vifited  him  in  his  con¬ 
finement,  proved  unhappily  true.  “  I  much 
“  fear,  Bob,  that  I  diall  fall  a  vi£tim  to  the 
“  '  . ,  of  the  times.”  He  then  related  to 
me  every  thing  that  palled  on  the  fatal  24th  of 
May,  and  though  I  had  much  to  lament  in  the 
recital,  yet  what  little  fagacity  God  has  en- 


H 
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dowed  me  with,  did  not  enable  me  to  perceive 
any  thing  of  traitorous  intent.  I  faw  in  it  much 
of  furprife,  much  of  agonizing  fituation,  and 
too  much  of  ill-deferved  confidence.  The  only 
point  that  could  poflibly  be  made  againft  him, 
arofe  from  the  goodnefs  of  his  heart  and  his  too 
great  tendernefs  for  the  viper  that  flung  him  to 
death,  and  even  that  in  a  legal  trial  could  not 
affeft  his  life.  But  let  us  confider  who  were  his 
judges; — they  were  men  who  had  been  a£tively 
engaged  in  the  battle  of  Carlow,  and  whofe 
minds  were  in  a  high  degree  of  irritation  from 
thence,  and  who,  therefore,  could  not  judge 
difpaflionately.  In  this  circumftance  we  are  to 
look  for  his  conviction  ;  and  to  that  is  alfo  to 
be  attributed  the  peculiar  hardships  with  which 
he  was  treated.  When  I  went  a  fecond  time 
to  the  gaol,  defiring  to  fee  him,  I  was  flopped, 
and  told  I  could  not  be  admitted  without  an 
order  from  Colonel  Mahon..  On  my  way  to 
the  barrack  to  obtain  it,  I  was  met  by  Dr. 
Fitzgerald,  who  afked  me  whither  I  was  going? 
I  told  him,  and  for  what  purpofe.  He  told  me 
not  to  attempt  it,  for  that  a  few  minutes  be¬ 
fore  Mr.  Henry  Rudkin,  a  gentleman  of  very 
good  fortune,  a  refident  in  Carlow,  and  a  ma- 
giftrate  alfo,  had  gone  on  a  meflage  from  Sir 
Edward  to  the  Colonel,  and  the  reception  he 
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met  with  was  very  abufive ,  and  he  was  turned 
out  of  the  barrack  with  indignity.  Mr.  Rud¬ 
kin,  whom  I  faw  in  a  few  minutes  after,  con¬ 
firmed  this  information.  Finding,  then,  that 
my  efforts  would  be  fruitlefs,  I  defifted.  Again; 
my  poor  friend  told  me  that  when  he  got  notice 
of  his  trial  he  would  fend  me  word,  that  I 

might  be  prefent  to  affift  him  on  that  melan- 

* 

choly  occafion.  But  fo  fliort,  I  underftand,  was 
the  notice  he  got,  that  he  had  not  time  to  fend 
me  any  mefifage;  nor  did  I  know  it  was  going 
on,  till  it  was  nearly  concluded. ” 

Extract  from  the  fame  Letter . 

<c  I  went  over  to  View-Mount,  and  faw  the 
two  Lucas’s.  The  fon  faid  that  he  did  not  at¬ 
tempt  to  get  entrance  at  the  barracks,  as  he 

* 

was  attending  Lady  Crosbie :  but  the  father 
declared  that  during  the  trial  he  was  called,  and 
demanded  admittance,  but  was  refufed  it  by 
the  centinel  at  the  barrack-gate.  Purfuant  to 
my  dire£tion,  he  got  an  affidavit  drawn  up  to 
that  effe6f,  and  went  to  Sir  Charles  Bt  /ton  to 
fwear  it,  who  very  angrily  told  him,  that  he 
would  not  adminifter  an  oath  on  fuch  an  affi¬ 
davit,  nor  would  any  magiftrate  in  this  county. 
Deane  (Lady  Crosbie’s  fteward)  then  took 
him  to  Mr.  Browne,  who  refufed  taking  his  af- 


V 
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fidavit  till  he  fliould  confult  Sir  Charles.  So 
you  fee  how  matters  Hand  here.  This  account 
I  had  from  Deane,  who  was  with  me  on  Sun¬ 
day  lafL 

(Signed)  <c  Robert  Robinson/' 


No.  5. 

t 

Copy  of  Sir  E.  Crosbie’j  letter  to  Mr.  Eustace, 
( then  JJieriff  of  the  county  of  Carlow.) 


“  My  dear  Sir, 


C£  r  1  ^HOUGH  we  live  in  very  extraordinary 
-*•  times,  nothing  but  Divinity  can  deprive 
us  of  the  power,  or  the  right,  of  private  judg¬ 
ment,  however  prudence  or  fear  may  induce  us 
to  fufpend  the  expreffion  of  its  fentiment. 

“  My  opinion  of  the  Infurre£Hon-A£t  is  fuch 
as  takes  from  me  the  merit  of  voluntary  com- 
pliance.  It  is  the  penalty,  therefore,  to  which 
I  mull  pay  attention.  And  as,  by  the  eighth 
claufe  of  faid  a£t,  two  witnelfes  before  a  ma- 
giilrate  are  neceffary  to  convidlion  for  the  non- 
regillry  of  arms,  and  none  have  appeared  againll 
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me,  I  fhall  rely  on  your  candour  and  honour, 
and  the  candour  and  honour  of  fuch  gentlemen 
as  may  perufe  this  letter,  not  to  take  advantage 
of  this  voluntary  confeffion.  But  if  it  fhould 

9 

happen  otherwife,  I  am  ready  to  fubmit  to  the 
penalty,  which  is  a  forfeiture  of  ten  pounds,  or 
two  months  imprifonment ;  though  it  is  ac¬ 
knowledged  to  be  a  conftitutional  right  to  have 
arms,  which  by  this  a6t,  without  regiftry,  is 
made  malum  ftrohibitum. 

The  opinion  I  entertain  of  this  In  fur  region- 
A 61  would  not  allow  me  to  attend  the  Grand 
Jury  at  the  laft  affizes;  and  while  that  attend¬ 
ance  is  optional,  and  not  mandatory,  I  fhall  con¬ 
tinue  to  abfent  myfelf  as  long  as  it  remains  in 

the  ftatute-book.  But  as  I  have  never  been  a 

*  * 

party-man,  and  feel  myfelf  totally  out  of  the 
power  or  malice  of  any  individual,  I  fhall  ex- 
ercife  the  right  of  private  judgment  ;  and  tho’ 
I  may  lament  meafures,  and  fuffer  foine  incon¬ 
venience  from  my  neutrality,  1  think  it  better 
to  do  fo,  than  to  fubjebl  myfelf  to  be  reproach¬ 
ed  by  my  own  heart,  or  by  my  children.  I 
now  fend  you  three  guns,  and  two  cafes  of  pif- 
tols;  two  of  the  guns  old  and  ufelefs.  The  gun 
in  the  box,  and  one  of  the  cafes  of  piftols,  Lady 
Crosbie  has  a  particular  regard  for,  as  they  were 
the  property  of  her  late  hufband,  Mr.  Dodd; 
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and  I  fhall  confider  it  a  favour,  if  you  will  be  fo 
good  as  to  take  care  of  them. 

“  By  this  a£i  I  leave  myfejf  totally  difarmed. 

“  Believe  me,  dear  Sir, 

<f  With  great  regard,  very  truly  your’s, 

“  Edward  Wm.  Crosbie.” 
? View-Mount,  May  20,  1798.” 


No.  6. 


Extract  of  a  Letter  from  Lady  Crosbie  to  Mrs, 

Boissier,*  dated 


cc  Dublin ,  Sept.  30,  1800. 


ff  npHE  only  -a6f  I  have  done  fince  I  got  the 
-*■  Minutes  of  the  Court-Martial,  was  to 
fend  an  exprefs  for  one  of  the  witneffes,  Biddy 
Curran,  and  read  to  her  the  evidence  (he  had 
given;  with  arequeft,  that  ihe  would  endeavour 
to  the  utmoft  of  her  power  to  recollect  whether 
they  were  the  words  (lie  uttered.  She  aflured 
me,  “  they  were  not  exactly  the  fame,  that  he 


*  This  extract  is  inferted  here  as  it  was  written  immediately 
after  the  conversation  it  records,  and  Lady  Crolbie  is  confidently 
jperfuaded,  relates  it  with  perfect  accuracy. 
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(Sir  Edward)  had  declared,  1  he  would  go  to  the 
*  fartheftpart  of  the  world  to  punifli  a  rebel,  and 
c  that  if  her  brothers  were  United-Irifhmen,  he 
‘  would  hang  them  if  he  could/  She  likewife 
added,  “  She  could  have  given  a  much  ftronger 
<c  evidence  in  his  favour  had  fhe  been  allowed  to 
<c  fpeak  ;  but  Major  Denis  defired  her  to  hold 
“  her  tongue,  that  fhe  was  not  wanted,  and  to 
“  leave  the  Court.  The  difficulty  that  attended 
“  her  getting  in  was  fo  great,  that  fhe  expected 
“  to  have  been  run  through  the  body  by  the  fol- 
“  diers,  and  fhould  never  have  got  in,  but  for  a 
“  gentleman  who  dragged  her  through  them.” 
All  I  then  alked  was,  what  further  evidence 
fhe  could  have  given,  had  fhe  been  permitted  ? 
She  faid,  that  on  the  eventful  night  fhe  faw  Sir 
Edward  ftanding  in  his  ffiirt,  calling  over  the 
banifters,  “  Are  all  my  men  in  the  houfe  ?  Will 
“  no  one  anfwer  me?  Are  my  men-fervants  at 
“  home?”  that  John  Finn  anfwered  from  below, 
that  they  were  all  at  home.  She  defired  me 
to  read  Fat.  Walflfs  evidence,  which  I  did — 
die  faid  it  was  fomewhat  different  from  what 
ffie  had  heard,  and  what  he  told  her  he  had 

fworn,  “  That  only  a  fewr  of  them  had  gone  to 

• 

“  the  garden-houfe  at  View-Mount,  but  that  the 
“  whole  had  affembled  in  Sir  Charles  Bit;  ton’s 
“  grounds ,  and  had  marched  from  thence  to  Car- 
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“  low ;  that  Sir  Edward  had  not  been  with 
cc  them  in  the  held,  and  had  never  encouraged 
“  them.”  Biddy  Curran  alfo  fays,  “that  on  the 
“  24th  of  May,  about  three  o’clock,  fhe  and  the 
“  other  maid-fervants  had  feen  their  matter  in 
“  violent  contention  with  Finn  and  Myler,fwear- 
“  ing  they  would  be  hung  if  they  did  as  they 
“  intended,  and  that  he  would  give  them  up. 
“  They  then  put  him  to  defiance,  and,”  as  fhe 
fays,  “  threw  off  the  mafk.”  I  atked,  why  the 
did  not  tell  me  this  circumftance,  when  it 
would  have  been  of  fervice  to  me  to  know  it? 
She  replied,  “  the  army  would  (hoot  her,  and 
“  that  flie  was  afraid  to  fpeak  or  tell  me  any 
“  thing.”  Thus  you  fee  the  fyftem  of  terror  pre¬ 
vailed,  and  in  part  continues  to  this  day.  She 
likewife  told  me,  that  when  her  evidence  was 
clofed,  Sir  Edward  ttood  up  and  faid,  “  Gen- 
“  tlemen,  I  fuppofe  I  am  now  acquitted.  You 
“  have  nothing  further  to  fay  to  me.”  c  Not 
•'  yet,  Sir  Edward/  faid  Major  Denis,  c  I  have 
‘  another  queftion  to  aik:  Did  not  you  give  mo- 
‘  ney  to  maintain  the  United-Irittimen  in  gaol 
*'  laft  aflizes?’  He  anfwered,  “  No,”  c  Are  you 
c  fure  you  did  not  He  replied,  “  No.”  c  You 
c  do  not  recolle£t  yourfelf.’  He  then  confider- 
ed,  and  faid,  “  he  believed  he  might  defire 
“  Myler  to  give  them  fomething,  as  they  had 
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<c  fent  a  petition  round  the  country  that  they 
‘c  were  ftarving  before  their  trial. ”  Upon  which 
they  (Major  Denis  and  the  Court,  or  part  there¬ 
of)  fhouted  for  joy. 
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CONCLUSION. 


FTER  the  foregoing  detail  of  circumftances 


relative  to  the  lamentable  termination  of  Sir 

Edward  Crosbie’s  life,  it  would  be  an  infult  to 

»  ' 

the  understanding  of  the  intelligent  reader,  did 
we  not  leave  him  to  draw  his  own  conclusion. 
Indeed  we  have  no  other  wifh  on  this  unfortu- 
tunate  fubjefr,  but  that  every  reader,  unin¬ 
fluenced  by  prejudice  or  paflion,  fliould,  in  the 
cool  hour  of  reafon,  judge  freely  and  impar¬ 
tially  for  himfelf ;  with  this  consideration  on  his 
mind,  that  the  unmerited  fate  of  Sir  Edward 
Crofbie  might  have  been  his  own,  had  he  been 
unhappily  circumftanced  as  Sir  Edward  appears 
to  have  been.  For  ourfelves,  as  the  friends 
and  relations  of  Sir  Edward,  who  from  a  per- 
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fe£t  knowledge  of  his  principles  and  charafler, 
joined  to  our  own  moft  cordial  attachment  to 
the  conftitution  of  our  country,  may  be  allowed 
to  feel  ftrongly  the  imputation  which  the  exe¬ 
cution  of  an  unjuft  fentence  mav  be  inftrumental 
in  calling  on  the  memory  of  the  deceafed;  we 
have  to  fay,  that  the  talk  we  have  undertaken 
was  confidered  to  be  that  talk  of  indifpenfable 
duty,  which  honour,  affeftion,  and  juftice,  im- 
JieriouJly  called  on  us  to  perform.  In  perform¬ 
ing  it,  we  truft  that  our  feelings  on  the  occaiion, 
which  we  do  not  wilh  to  difguife,  have  not  be¬ 
trayed  us  into  the  moft  diftant  reflexion  on  the 
government  of  our  count-y;  which  we  cer¬ 
tainly  do  not  think  refponfihle  for  the  abufes 
of  that  unlimited  difcretionary  power,  which 
the  unhappy  circumftances  of  the  times  ren¬ 
dered  neceftary  to  be  adopted.  Our  obje£l  has 
limply  been  to  refcue  the  memory  of  the  de- 
ceafed  from  that  difgrace  which  is  defervedly 

s 

attached  to  the  conduct  of  a  rebel.  With  this 
view  we  have  faithfullv  detailed  the  Proceed- 
ings  of  the  Trial  which  terminated  in  the  fatal 
fentence  which  deprived  Sir  Edward  of  life. 
Could  we  have  procured  the  original  Proceed¬ 
ings  of  the  Court-Martial  in  queftion,  for  the 

attainment  of  which  no  effort  on  our  part  has 

\ 

been  wanting,  we  have  abundant  reafon  to 
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think,  that  the  innocence  of  Sir  Edward  would 
have  been  ftill  more  fully  demonftrated. 

Our  utmoft  with  has  been  to  meet  this  fub- 
jeft  fairly  ;  difcjaiming  every  concealment,  and 
challenging  every  inveftigation  of  which  it  is 
capable.  Were  we  confcious  that  any  charge 
of  difaffection  or  difloyalty  was  to  be  fubftan- 
tiated  againft  Sir  Edward  Crofbie,  our  conduCt 
ought,  in  prudence,  to  be  the  very  oppofite  to 
what  it  is ;  for  the  agitation  of  a  bad  caufe  (it 
mull  occur  to  every  intelligent  reader)  can  tend 
only  to  its  more  complete  and  general  expofition. 

As  relations  to  the  deceafed,  it  mult  be  ex¬ 
pected  that  we  fliould  feel  Itrongly.  Private 
feelings,  however,  have  not  on  this  occafion 

t 

been  fuffered  to  fwallow  up  the  duty  we  owe 
to  our  country,  [f  Sir  Edward  Crosbie  was 
the  man  he  ought  to  have  been,  to  juftify  the 
fentence  pronounced  againft  him — though  as 
relations  we  lhould  lament  his  fate,  yet,  as  good 
fubj  eels,  we  muft  fay,  he  deferved  it.  But  if, 
on  the  contrary,  as  we  maintain  to  have  been 
the  cafe,  Sir  Edward  fell  a  facrifice  to  ill-founded 
prejudices ,  during  an  ungovernable  paroxyfm  of 
party  rr  e ;  whilft  every  allowance  may  be 
made  for  the  precipitate  and  inconfiderate 
judgment  of  the  parties  concerned,  under  the 
circumftances  of  their  fttuation;  ftill  it  is  our 
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confolation  to  think,  that  we  live  under  a  go¬ 
vernment  which  cannot  with  to  aggravate  the 
misfortunes  of  Sir  Edward’s  family,  by  becom¬ 
ing  inftrumental  in  entailing  difgrace  on  his 
memory.  Our  appeal  in  this  cafe,  and  it  is  a 
mod:  folemn  one,  (hall  be  to  Honour,  to  Juftice, 
and  to  Humanity  :  and  if  thefe  virtues,  the  cha¬ 
racterises  of  the  great  and  good,  have  not  de- 
ferted  our  land,  we  reft  allured,  that  the  un¬ 
happy  caufe  we  have  been  pleading,  will  not 
fail  to  experience  that  reception  from  thofe,  to 
whofe  confideration  it  is  raoft  refpe£tfully  ad- 
d refled,  to  which  Honour,  Juftice,  and  Huma- 
nity  muft  deem  it  to  be  entitled. 
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